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By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A joint resolution (H.J. 
Res. 264) authorizing the President to restore Clayton J. Bailey 
to his position and rank as a first lieutenant in Twenty-eighth 
Regiment of Infantry, United States Volunteers-to the Commit
tee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS. ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XX.II, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOREING: Paper to accompany House bHI for the 
relief of Jasper Willis-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany House bill relat
ing to the claim of Howard & Spivey, of the State of Arkansas
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompanying House bill grant
ing a pension to Moses Davis-to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. -

By Mr. BURLESON: P etition of J. J. Thames and other drug· 
gists of Taylor, Tex., for the repeal of the stamp t ax on medi· 
cines, etc.-to the Committee on W ays and Means. 

Also, petition of the University of Texas, urging the establish· 
ment of a national standards bureau-to the Committee on Coin· 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Ex-Slave Mutual Relief, Bounty, and Pen
sion Association, in favor of Senate bill No. 1176, to pension ex
slaves-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petitions of the CaliforniaClubandcitizens 
of the State of California, urging the acquisition of the Calaveras 
Grove of Sequoias, and the preservation of the big trees, to ac
company House bill No, 11000-to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By M.r. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the twenty-ninth session of 
the Illinois Association of Mexican War Veterans, Taylorsville, 
ill., for increase of pension for services in war with Mexico-to 
the Committee on .Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolutions of Wheeler Post, No. 98, of 
Versailles, Ind., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the es
tablishment of a Branch Soldiers' Home near Johnson City, Tenn.
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Presbyterian Church of Hanover, and the 
Baptist Church of Levi, Ind., urging the enactment of the anti· 
canteen bill-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 5147, to cor
rect the military record of John A. White-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of retail druggists of San Francisco, 
Cal., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cos
metics-to the Committee on Wavs and Means. 

By. Mr. McALEER: Petition of the Philadelphla (Pa. ) Produce 
Exchange, urging the repeal of the tax of 2 cents on checks-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of German-American 
societies in Cleveland, Ohio, urging the Government to use its 
friendly offices to bring about a cessation of hostilities between 
Great Britain and the South AL"'ricanRepublics-to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Branch No. 157, of Philadelphia, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, asking for the passage of House 
bill No. 4911, equalizing the salaries of letter carriers-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter of J. W. Dampman, in beha.1f of Maj. Gen. Alex
ander S. Webb, of New York, for his reinstatement on the mili
tary retired list-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, in favor of Senate amendments to House bill No. 8347, 
restoring the appropriations for the maintenance of the Hydro. 
graphic Office-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of Forest City Lodge, No. 10, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, Cleveland, Ohio, against any legislation in
creasing the tax on oleomargarine-to the Committee on Agricul· 
ture. 

Also petition of the Sea Gull Specialty Company, of Baltimore. 
Md., protesting against the passage of section 7 of the pure-food 
bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper· 
ance Union of Winchester, Mass., in f:wor of the Bowersock anti
canteen bill-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Bv Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Commercial Club of South 
Omaha Nebr., in reference to House bill No. 887, relating to the 
Philadelphia. museums, etc.-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O"GRADY: Petition of G. Manuel and other druggists 
of Roch~ster, N. Y., for the repeal of the ta:x on medicires, per
fumery, and cosmetics-to the Committee on Ways al)d Means. 

By Mr. OTEY: Papers relating to the claim of Aloert F. May, 
of Virginia-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of druggists of Burlington, Vt., 

for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines-to the 
Committee on Ways and Mean,s. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of 
the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South. of Sudley, 
Prince William County, Va.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By l\Ir. SIBLEY: Petitions of certain churches and societies of 
Pottstown, Bradford,and Bloomsburg, P a .. asking for the passage 
of the anti-canteen bill, prohibiting the ~ale of liquors on prem· 
ises used for military purposes-to tho Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany Honse bill for tbe re· 
lief of Charlotte E. Baird-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petitions of the Christian Church and Cum· 
ber1and Presbyterian Church, of Cottage Grove, Lane County, 
Oreg., urging the enactment of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATERS: Petitton of theFirstBaptist Church, of Red· 
lands. Cal., asking for t he passage of the anti-canteen bill, pro· 
hibiting the sale of liquors on premises used for military pur· 
poses-to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of John Lucas & Co., of Philadel· 
phia, Pa., for the reclamation of arid lands and increasing the 
appropriation to the Hydrographic and Geological Survey-to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 1, 1900. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yes terday's pro. 

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. SCOTT, and by unanimous con· 
sent, the further reading was dispem;ed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will, without ob
jection, stand approved. 

LEGISLATION AFFECTING PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporelaid before the Senate a commn· 
nication from the Secretary of State, stating that the governor of 
Porto Rico has communicated to the President a suo-gestion that 
pending legislation in Congress affectin~ matters in~that island 
should at once be referred therein order that the civil government 
ma.y advise the lawmaking branch as to the possible bearing of 
such legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com mu· 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, calling attention to 
the very great importance of having legislative action upon the 
agreement between the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
and the Chero~ee tribe of Indians, and also upon the agreement 
ne;:;otiated between the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
and the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indjans, etc.; which was 1·e. 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of 
Indians, and ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. W, L, FISK. 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate acommu· 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmit ting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, submitting a com· 
munication from Maj. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, presenting 
certain facts pertaining to disallowances by the Auditor for the 
War Department in the settlement of his accounts, aggregc~ting 
8116.15; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

CO:NFEDERATE CEMETERY AT CA.MP CHA.sE, OHIO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu· 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-Genernl of the Army, submitting a communi4 

cation from Capt. R. B. Turner, Sixth Infantry, quartermaster at 
Columbus Barracks, Ohio, relative to the rebuilding of the stone 
wall and iron gate inc~osing the Confederate burial ground at 
Camp Chase, Ohio; which, with the acc~mpanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

WILLIAM L, DUGGER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com.mu· 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit· 
ting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause 
of William L. Dugger -z:s. The United States; which, with the ac· 
companying papers, was refen-ed to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 269) granting a pension to Rosa G. Thompson, 
formerly Rosa G. Edwards; 
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A bill (H. ·R. 315) granting an increase of pension to Moses H~ 

· Taber; 
A bill (H. R. 437) granting a pension to Mary E. Reynolds; 
A bill (H. R. 504) granting an increase of pension to William T. 

Lowry; 
A bill (H. R. 1204) granting a pension to Martha Mcswain; 
A bill (H. R. 1288) granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts; 
A bill (II. R. 1734) granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 
A bill (H. R. 1803) granting a pension to Julia E.G. Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 1990) granting a pension to Julia A. Heath; 
A bill (H. R. 2362) granting a pension to Bethuel H. Brasted; 
A bill (H. R. 2398) granting a pension to Andrew Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 2849) granting a pension to Mary A. Hanson; 
A bill (H. R. 3089) granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 

Pond; 
A bill (H. R. 3767) granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Hartley; . 
A bill (H. R. 3861) granting an increase of pensi'on to Jesse 

Millard; 
A bill (H. R. 4.069) granting a pension to Julia A. Kinkead; 
A bill (H. R. 4.650) granting a pension to Sarah Parrish; 
A bill (H. R. 4679) granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 
A bill (H. R. 4800) granting a pension to Joseph Crawford; 
A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of pension to D. Cyrus 

Holdridge; 
A bill (H. R. 4986) granting an increase of pension to William 

P. Avlesworth; 
A ·bill (H. R. 5007) granting an increase of pension to Smith 

Miner; 
A bill (H. R. 5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 
A bill (H. R. 5120) granting an increase of pension to John S. 

Coggeshall; 
A bill (H. R. 5150) granting a pension to William Love; 
A bill (H. R. 5208) granting a pension to Mary E. Dickey; 
A bill (H. R. 5444) granting an in.crease of pension to Albert 

W. Brush; 
A bill (H. R. 5644) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Alfred De Arnaud; 
A bill (H. R. 5648) granting a pension to Mary B. Allen; 
A bill (H. R. 5894) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 

Townsend; 
A bill (H. R. 5944) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 

Everly; 
· A bill (H. R. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Kirkendall; 

A bill (H. R. 6407) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
S. Brockett; 

A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Annie Chamberlain; 
A bill (H. R. 6854) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

W. Kellogg; 
A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Lydia A. Tryon; 
A bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo C. 

Rembaugh; 
A bill (H. R. 7012) granting a pension to Emma C. Stephenson; 
A bill (H. R. 7158) granting an increase of pension to Levi S. 

Parrott; 
A bill (H. R. 7199) granting an increase of pension toWesleyC. 

Sawyer; 
A bill (H. R. 7179) granting a pension to Clarence S. Hall; 

· A bill (H. R. 7190) granting an increase of pension to George 0. 
Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 7327) granting an in_crease of pension to Charles N. 
Paine; 

A bill (H. R. 7328) granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin; 
- A bill (H. R. 7329) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Swenson; 

A bill (H. R. 7553) granting an in.crease of pension to Fannie M. 
O'Linn· 

A bili (H. R. 7600) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Claussen; 

A bill (H. R. 7621) granting a pension to William H. Chapman; 
A bill (H. R. 7714) granting a pension to Sarah M. Leslie; 
A bill (H. R. 8141) granting a pension to Sarah J. Peddycoart; 
A bill (H. R. 8207) granting a pension to Joseph Quinn; 
A bill (H. R. 8218) granting a pension to Mary E. Lac.ey; 
A bill (H. R. 8254) granting an increase of pension to Marie L. 

Apgar; 
A bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva; 
A bill .(H. R. 8689) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B. 

Hoyt; 
A bill (H. R. 8735) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 

Sharrard; 
A bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 

Westfield; 
A bill (H. R. 9043) granting an increase of pension to David S. 

Snyder; 

XXXID- 39S: 

A bill {H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon; 
A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Emily Haines Harri· 

son; 
A bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Irving Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 9502) granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. 

La Mott; 
A bill (H. R. 9555) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 

Briggeman; 
A bill (H. R. 9719) granting a pension to Amos W. Felker; 
A bill (H. R. 9783) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

F. Dennis; 
A bill (H. R. 9839) gi·anting an increase of pension to Emily H. 

Wood; 
A bill (H. R. 10029) granting a pension to Elizabeth Springer; 
A bi11 (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of peESion to Harriet 

Crotsenbnrg; 
A bill (H. R. 10235) granting an increase of pension to George 

Friend; 
A bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase of pension to Gideon 

W. T. Ridlon; 
A bill (H. R. 10524) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 

H. Riden; 
A bill (KR. 10607) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 

Disbrow; 
A bill (H. R. 10618) granting an increase of pension to Martin 

O'Connor; 
· A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Wilburn W. Tester-

man; 
A bill (H. R. 10749) granting a pension to Henry L. White; 
A bill (H. R. 10750) granting a pension to James H. Rainey; 
A bill (H. R, 10758) granting a pension to Sallie B. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 10761) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 

H. Cram; 
A bill (H. R. 10778) granting an increase of pension to Martin 

V. B. Winkler; 
A bill (H. R. 10815) granting a pension to Lucius K. Smalling; 
A bill (H. R. 10834) granting an increase of pension to Michael 

Dempsey; 
A bill (H. R. 10847) granting an increase of pension to Betsey 

A. Summers; 
A bill (H. R. 10856) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

A. Robinson; 
A bill (H. R. 10872) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 

Buehler; 
A bill (H. R •. 10873) granting an increase of pension to Ida J. 

Peixotte; 
A bill (H. R.10912) granting an increase of pension to John 

Whitmore; 
A bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase of pension to James 

H. Eastman; and 
A bill (H. R. 11145) granting a pension to William C. Chandler. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message rom the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J". 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3598) to amend an act granting to the Muscle Shoals 
Power Company right to erect and construct canal and power 
stations at Muscle Shoals, Alabama. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2826) authorizing 
and requiring certain extensions to be made to the lines of the 
Capital Traction Company of the District of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon 
its amendments to the bill (S. 2581) to incorporate the National 
White Cross of America, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 
the Senate, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the di.~greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap· 
pointed Mr. MUDD, Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, and Mr. Srns mana4 

gers at the conference on the part of the Honse. 
The message also· announced that the House had disagreed to 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10308) to extend 
to certain publications the privileges of second.class mail matter 
as to admission to the mails, asks a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereou , and had ap
pointed Mr. LOUD, Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey~an<l l\1r, GRIGGS 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIG ilED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pl'o tempore: 

A bill (S. 4108) granting an increase of pension to Enos H. 
Kirk; 

A bill (H. R. 6230) for the relief of Robert Smalls; and 
A bill (H. R. 11283) to establish Calais, in the State of Maine, 

as a subpo1·t of entry, and to extend the privileges of the act ap-
proved June 10,.1880, to the ports of Eastport and Calais, in the 
State of Maine. 
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RELIEF OF SUFFERERS IN INDIA, 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a petition signed by the chief justice 
of the supreme court of California, the president of the Chamber 
of Commerce, a member of the University of California, the 
chairman of the committee on organization of the Oakland Peace 
Society, and many other representative citizens of California, 
praying that an appropriation be made by Congress of a large 
sum of money for the relief of the famishing people of India. 

I ask that the petition be printed in the RECORD and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, for the reason that 
I am not in the possession of sufficient data wh~reby I may pre
pare a preamble and joint resolution providing that Congress shall 
make this appropriation. 

Some two years ago, February 13, 1897, I think, at the request 
of the people west of the Missouri River, from the States of Cali
fornia, Oregon, Washington, Nebraska, Kansas, and Iowa, I asked 
the Government to provide a ship for transporting some three.or 
four thousand tons of breadstuffs that had been contributed by 
the people of those States to the famishing people of India. The 
Government transported the provisions free of charge, and the 
good people of the States named made those donations. 

No official acknowledgment of which I have any information 
has ever been presented to Congress or to the President. There
fore I should hesitate in pressing such a measure at this time, 
thinking it possible, perhaps, that Great Britain might not look 
with favor upon our action in sending unsolicited donations to 
India, as she did not look with favor upon our proffer of friend-
ship as a peace mediator in South Africa. • 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me right there ask him a ques
tion? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. I think the world has been horrified, almost stupe

fied, by the suffering that is now being endured in India, the chief 
and greatest of England's colonies. The ravage of tbe pestilence 
and the famine there is something that appalls the imagination. 
Whole families are found dead, the babe lying by its dead mother; 
whole dietricts are devastated. 

Now, the Senator comes in here, as he bas a. right to do, with a 
proposition to invoke assistance from the United States for those 
starving people. That is a worthy and merciful end. But I rose 
to ask the Senator what the great British-Government has done 
for those_people. That Gqve_rnment is spending tens and hun
dreds of millions of dollars in breaking down and destroying re
publics. The premier himself in his last speech declared that the 
last shred of independence must be taken from the South African 
Republics. It is the most brutal manifesto of tyranny and 
strength against liberty and weakness that the world has seen. 

I am moved, under these conditions, to ask the Senator what 
England is doing to relieve her own subjects? I do not see in all 
the meetings and all the demonstrations in Great Britain, which 
are all in relation to the suppression of the Boer Republic and the 
other South African.Republic, any mention of the terrible suffer
ings that the subjects of England are enduring in India. There
fore I ask the Senator what he has in the way of information as 
to what Great Britain is doing wflen she is spending hundreds of 
millions of dollars in her war? . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, what is the subject before the 
Senate? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have presented a petition. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I raise a question of order. I ask for the reg

ular order, whatever it is. 
Mr. PERKINS. I wish to answer the question asked by the 

Senator from Maine. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is very strange that we can not have ape

tition presented without two ·or three political speeches upon it. 
Mr. HALE. What does the Senator call a politiQal speech? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of course that is a question of ta.ste between 

the Senator from 1\faine and myself, perhaps. He will select what 
he considers a political speech, and I will determine what I regard 
as a political speech. 

Mr. HALE. It has come to a great pass if a man can not make 
comments upon a thing of this kind without being charged with 
making a political speech. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not seem necessary, I will say to the 
Senator from 1\laine, that upon the presentation of a petition and 
upon every possible subject th~t is brought before the Senate a 
pro-Boer or some speech of a similar nature shall be made. I do 
not think the Senate or the country needs enlightenment to that 
extent. 

Mr. HALE. My remarks were called out by those of the Sen
ator from California who proposed that this Government should 
intervene for the relief of the sufferers in India. I asked a clear 
and direct question. I want the Senator from California to an
swer it. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is much force in the question of the 
Senator from Maine and the' argument which he presents. There
fore, realizing the force of his question, instead of asking the Sen
ate to take action upon this measure at this time, I ask that the 

petition be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, of which 
he is a member, for their consideration, that the committee may 
take such action as it may deem expedient and advisable. 

In answer to the Senator from Rhode Island, I desire to say that 
this petition coming here--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is
land has objected to further debate. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have a right to do so under the rule. 
The petition was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: · 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., May 81, 1900. 

Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, United States Senator. 
GE TLEMEN: We, the undersigned, realizing the urgent necessity of 

prompt action on the part of this and other Chri<>tian nations in order to 
avoid the destruction by fa.mine of a large proportion of the inhabitants of 
India, earnestly request you to introduce in the Senate and House the fol
lowing bill or such other measure of similar purport as may commend itself 
to your best judgment: . 
An act making appropriations to supply the needs of the famine sufferers in 

India. . 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Untied States 

of America in Congress assembled, That the sum of - millions of dollars be, 
and the same is hereby,appropriated out of auy moner in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to supply the needs of the famme suffererA in India, 
the same to be expended at the discretion of the President, and to remain 
available until January 1, 190L 

W. H. BEATTY, 
Chief Justice Supreme Court of California. 

CHARLES NELSON, 
The Chambe1· of Commerce. 
EDWARD B. CT..1APP, 

Universit11 of California. 
A. A. DENISON, 

Chainnan of Committee on Organization Oakland Peace Society. 
J. G. WRIGHT. 
J. G. McGUIRE. 
G. W. MoN AIR. 
H. HUNTINGTON. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. PLATT of New York, presented a petition of Eureka 

Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lyons, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation placing a tax upon oleomargarine and all 
kindred dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Building Trades Council 
of New York, remonstrating against the inferior class of work
men employed by the Government at Ellis Island, New York 
Harbor; the inferior rate of wages paid them; and also against 
the employment of noncitizens of ~he United States by the con-
tractors for the work; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners of Schenectady; of the Trades Assembly. 
of Schenectady; of the.American Federation of Labor of James
town; of the Collar, Shirt, and Waist Cutters' Union No. 6305, of 
Troy, all in the State of New York; of the International Wood 
Carvers' Association of America, and of the Journeymen Bakers 
and Confectioners' International Union, of Cleveland, Ohio, pray
ing for the enactment of legislation limiting the hours of daily 
service of laborers and workmen employed upon the public works 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a Ifetition of the Hancock Relief 
Corps of Westerly, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of Iron Molders' Union No. 
180, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. _ 

Mr. CHANDLER presented . a petition of sundry citizens' of 
Trenton, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation. for the pre· 
vention of the denial or abridgment of the right of citizens of the 
United States to vote on account of color; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Grant Street Chapel, of Berwick; the Woman's Christian Temper
ance Union of Waynesburg; the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Somerset; the congregations of the Free Methodist Church, the 
African Methodist Episcopal Church, the First Baptist Church, the 
First Presbyterian Church, and the Methodist Episcopal Church 
and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, all of Bradford; 
the First Presbyterian Church of .Mount Carmel; of Colonel John 
B. Clark Post, No. 152, Grand Army of the Republic, of Alle
gheny; of the Central Presbyterian Church, of Allegheny; the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Linwood, and of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Bellrnn, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in .Army canteens, etc.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 626, United 
Mine Workers. of Desire, Pa., and a petition of Local Union No. 
1333, United Mine Workers, of Mahanoy City, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation limiting the hours of daily service of 
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laborers and workmen employed upon the public works of the 
United States; which were referred to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

PORT OF WILMINGTON, N. C • . 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a letter, ln the-nature of a petition, 
stating some further facts a.bout the port at Wilmington, N. U. 

I call attention to the fact that the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army, Gen. John M. Wilson, states in this letter 
Wilmington is a better harbor than Charleston, He says that at 
Charleston low water is 19 feet and high wateronly24.3feet, while 
at Wilmington low water is 20t feet and high water 25 feet. It 
has taken enormous and constant dredging to get that much 
water at Charleston. Only a few years ago there was only 17 feet 
of water there. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that General Wil
son, in this letter, t?Ustains the statements I made a few days ago, 
when the question of moving the dry dock from Port Royal to 
Charleston was before the Senate. Senators will see now that 
they made a great mistake when- they limited the investigation of 
a site for this dry dock to Charleston. I hope something can be 
done yet to open up this matter. 

Inasmuch as that question is not now before the Senate, I ask 
tha.t this letter be put in the RECORD without Teading. Senators 
can read it in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 

Washington, D. C., May 19, 1900. 
Srn: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your request of the 15th instant, 

and in reply to furnish the information then desired, as follows: 
l'ort Royal, S. C.-Deptb of entranca channel a t mean low water, about 1!l 

feet; depth of entrance channel at mean high water, about 25.3 feet. From 
the entrance to the docks at Port Royal the least channel depth is about 21 
feet a t mean low water, and about 28 feet at mean high water. 

Clzm·leston, S. C.-Depth of entrance channel at mean low water, 19 feet 3 
inches : depth of entrance channel at mean high water, 24.3 feet. After pass
ing within the entrance there is a comparatively narrow channel for a bout 
2t miles, with a least depth of 21 f eet at mean low water and 26 feet at mean 
high water; thence tot he cit y docks , on the eastern water front of Charles
ton. the channel depth at mean low water is at least OOfeet, and at mean high 
water, 35 feet. 

Congress has entered upon a furtt.er project for securing a depth of 26 
feet at low water from the ocean to deep water inside Charleston Harbor . 

W ilmington, N. C. - From the ocean to good anchorage at Southpor t, 24 
miles below Wilmington, the least low-water depth is 20l feet, and the least 
high-water depth is 2.~ feet. Between Southport and Wilmington the least 
low-water depth is 18 feet, and the least high-water depth20Heet. 

The le?.st depth of 18 feet exists on two shoals only, and it is expected that 
th~ channel through these shoals will be deepened to 20 feet before the end 
of t he present fiscal year. The least low-water depth will then be ~feet, 
and the least high-water depth, 22t feet . 

Eat:annah, Ga .- Tho la.test informat ion available shows a least depth of 
17! feet at mean low water from Tybee to the wharf at the city of Savannah; 
mean tides at wharfs. 6t feet. 

So as to make the concmTent resolution read: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri11g), That of 

each of the remaining volumes of the Philippine Commission 's report there 
shall be printed and bound 1,500 copies of each for the use of the Philippine 
Commission; 

That, for the special use of the Department of State, there be printed of 
the full report 200 copies on 70-pound paper and bound in half morocco; and 
500 copies of the second and subsequent volumes, to be bound in brown cloth, 
uniform with the first volume, for dist ribution by the Department of S4tte; 

That of the supplement to the commission's report there be J-·l'inted, for 
the use of the Department of State, 1,500 copies in royal octavo and bound in 
half morocco: Provided, That the printing and binding of the Report of the 
Philippine Commission under the concurrent resolution of February 23, 1900, 
shall not include this supplement. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

NAVAL APPROPRIA.TION BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate numbered 9, 50, 1)1, 52, 53, and 58 to the bill 
(H. R. 10l5fJ) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1001, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have been unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE. 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HALE. I move the adoption of the report, and that the 

Senate insist uf>on its amendments, and disagree to the amend
ments thereto of the House of Representatives, and ask for a fur
ther conference, the conferees to be appointed by the Chair. 

I may state here for the benefit of the Senate that in this con
troversy the first conference had to deal with all the Senate 
amendments and cut .down the items disagreed to to the three 
propositions, the surveys, the .course of study for the cadets, and 
armor plate. When that conference report was presented to the 
House the House amended the Senate proposition, which was $445 
per ton or an armor-plant proposition, by substituting for it the 
followina--

Mr. PLA 'TT of Connecticut. In the House? 
Mr. HALE. In the House. 
That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procm·e by con

tract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels above referred to, pro
vided such contracts can be made at a price which in hi<> judgment is rea
sonable and equitable; but in case he is unable to mako contracts for armor 
under the above conditions, he is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to pro
cure a site for and to erect thereon a factory for the manufacture of armor. 
and the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of said 
factory. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Now, in the conference, the report of which I have just pre
sented, the conferees found themselves at a deadlock. The Senate 
conferees insisted upon the proposition of the Senate, 8445 a ton 

Brigadier-General, Chief of E ngineei·s, United States Army. recting the Secretary of the Navy, if he could not get the contract 
JOHN M. WILSON, I or an armor-plate manufactory, which was made mandatory, di-

Ho[r,.~~:rlsPdt"!38EJI~~i Representatives. .at $445, to go on at once, and giving him, to start it •. $2.000.000 ~or 
JOINT TRA..FFIC ASSOCIATION AGREEMENT. I the Gov~r?-ment _armor ~lant .. The ~ouse an~gomzed that with 

. a proposition which left it all d1scret10nary with the Secretary of 
Mr. CULL<?.l\L I ask_ to have prmte~ the usua;l number of a the Navy, leaving the contract discretionary with him, and even 

document which I hold m my hand, bemg a heanng before the if he should fail leaving the buildina of the armor plant discre-
9om~i~tee on Interstate Commerce o~ the United Sta~s. Senate tionary with h~. 0 

~ re.at1on to the agreem~n~ of the Jomt Traffic Association. It The Senate conferees felt that the proposition was. so distinc-
lB the only copy left, and it is sought a:fter by ~.an~ per~ons: tivelyopposed in every respect to what the Senate, after full dis-

The.PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without Ol:>Jection, it will be cussion and debate, had adopted that we could not agree to their 
so ordered. proposition. We found the House conferees equally firm. They 

REPORT OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. would not agree to the proposition of $445 a ton or an armor plant. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on The other subjects-matter were not agrned to; we could not come 

Printing to ask for the present consideration of the concurrent to a point of agreement upon them, but they did not consume the 
resolu tion reported from that committee on the 21st ultimo. It time of the committee as the other did. I want Senators to un
went on the Calendar on account of an objection. derstand tha.t the whole subject is hung up now in this way, that 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded ·to consider the the House wants the whole matter left discretionary with the 
concurrent resolution. Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask my friend from New York a ques- Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me? 
tion. What does the phrase "the remainingvoluines" signify? Mr. HALE. I shall be very glad to answer any question. 

}Jr. PLATT of New York. This is one volume. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator read the last 
Mr. HOAR. Already printed? clause of the amendment or instruction of the House to its con-
Mr. PLATT of New York. One is printed and one will be ferees with regard to the Secretary of the Navy establishing an 

ready after the ad journment. The concurrent resolution was armor plant? ' 
submitted by the colleague of the Senator. Mr. HALE. The Bouse did not give instructions upon this 

.Mr. HOAR. It would be better to say second and third volume, item. The House amended it. But upon another item-the sur-
but I will not interpose. veys-the House went further than it usually does, to a point that, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution was I think, has not been done in the Senate, and not only rejected the 
rerorted from the Committee on Printing with amendments, Senate proposition, but directed its conferees to insist. We do not 
which will be stated. do that in the Senate, because it is plain that that prevents hav-

The amendments of the committee were: I ing a fair conference. The instructions did not apply to this 
On line 4 strike out a.11 after the word "bound" down toa.nd including the amendment. 

word ':Repres.entatives," on lina 6. . . . . Mr. TELLER. To what amendment did they apply it? 
On lme7str1ke out the words "that,m addition thereto, there beprmted." Mr HALE To surveys 
On line 12, after the word "and," insert "500 C?Pies of.the second and sub- • • . · . . 

sequent volumes, to be bound in brown cloth, uruform with the first volume, Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The pomt I was tryrng to get at 
for dis~ribution by the Department of State." . . is whether under the House plan the building of an armor plant 

On line 16, after the word "morocco," add "Provided, That the .pnnting · l f d' ti · 'th th S t f th N I t d t 
and binding of the report of the Philippine Commission under the concurrent IS e lScre onary W1 e ecre ary o e a vy · wan e o 
resolution of February Zl, 1900, shall not include t.bis supplement." hear the language. _ 
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Mr. HALE. I will read that clause again. 
But in case he-
The Secretary-

is unable to make contracts for armor under the above conditions, he is 
hereby authorized, in his discretion, to procure a site for and to erect thereon 
a. factory for the manufacture of armor, and the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby 
appropris.ted toward the erection of said factory. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the status of that clause? Did the 
House attempt to put it in the bill? 

Mr. HALE. The Senate put in its clause at $445 or an armor 
plant. The House amended it on the floor by striking out the 
$445 proposition 01· an armor plant and substituting for it what I 
have just read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They accepted the Senate amendment with 
an amendment of their own? 

Mr. HALE. With an amendment of their own; and therefore 
I have moved that the Senate not only insist on its amendments, 
but disagree to the amendments of the House thereto, in order 
that a new conference may be had. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would it make any difference in 
the minds of theSenateconferees if thatamendmentof the House 
were changed so as to make it mandatory upon the Secretary of 
the Navy to establish the armor plant if he could not get the con
tracts upon terms which he thought just and equitable? 

Mr. HALE. Icannotsay; nobodycansay. Thematterishung 
up, and is to be submitted to a future conference. I can not say 
how, in a. future conference, that might strike the Senate con
ferees. It would, in my judgment, be a better amendment with 
that provision in than it is now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator. from Mai~ 

yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me, I should like to 

say in connection with the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Connecticut that I trust the conferees will not agree to such an 
amendment of the House provision, because I should feel myself 
constrained to antagonize it just as vigorously as in its present 
shape, for it would be in effect the same thing. 

Mr. TiLLMAN. There is no difference. 
Mr. BUTLER. The difficulty in the House proposition is in 

the first part of their amendment and not in the last part. It is 
in that part which leaves the discretion open _and unrestricted to 
the Secreta1·y of the Navy. It makes no difference who is Secre
tary of the Navy, that is improper legislation, in my judgment. 
It is a bad precedent. Then. we should not abdicate our functions 
and turn them over to any official, if he was perfection itself. 

Mr. HALE. Let me tell the Senator that the Senate conferees 
took that ground. 

Mr. BUTLER.. I understood the Senator from Maine to say 
that that would be an improvement. 

Mr. HALE. I think it would. 
Mr. BUTLER. Why so? 
:M.r. HALE. Because I think that then there would be the same 

feature in it that there is in our bill, the manufacturers knowing 
that if they did not submit a reasonable proposition the armor 
plant would be built. As it stands now, there is no obligation to 
build the armor plant at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is a reasonable proposition, if I may 
ask? 

Mr. HALE. I will not argue the subject. 
Mr. BUTLER. When Congress will not say itself what is a 

reasonable price, when Congress itself abdicates its functions, the 
Secretary of the Navy will do what we all know he will do. He 
will simply say, "I will pay what they ask." That is what every 
Government official has done when Congress abdicated and did 
not have the courage to say itself what ought to be paid. They 
take the view that Congress has simply surrendered and tells 
them to get the armor, and they will proceed to get it and will pay 
whatever is asked. 

Mr. President, it is childish. I hope Congress will not be put 
in that position; and I for one will not agree that it ever shall be 
put in that position. 

Now, one word further, if the Senator will pardon me, while I 
am on the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to this discussion; in fact, I rather 
invite it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President-
Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me to 

finish my statement, I will then yield to him. 
Mr. President, one word further. I trust that this conference 

between the two Houses will not be drawn out indefinitely and 
have this conference report brought in just on the eve of final 
adjournment. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question. He says he 
trusts this conference will not be drawn out. Now, what force 
is there.anywhere that will prevent this being drawn ou't if one 
side or the other does not yield? Here the Senate conferees in 

this matter have stood squarely on the Senate propo3ition a:id 
have declined any arrangement, and the House conferees d d ~he 
same. Supposing this conference--

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President-
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from South Carolina le~ me 

finish my statement? 
Mr. HALE. How can you prevent the conference being drn.wn 

out? 
Mr. BUTLER. I will explain just what I meant, and I was 

going to proceed to do it. In my opinion, if the House confernes 
understood that we were in earnest, that we had already gone too 
far, and that we were not going any further, this thing would 
soon be settled, because the proposition in the Senate amen1lment 
is outrageously high, and nothing but excessive greed woukl ke2p 
the companies from beipg satisfied with it. The profit is bigger 
than any legitimate business could ask under any conditions. 

Mr. President, there is no one in this Senate more anxious than 
I am, for reasons I shall not state, for an early adjournment of 
Congress; but unless the day is fixed to adjourn, we can not ad
journ soon with this House amendment brought to us in this bill. 

Mr. HALE. I want to ask the Senator another question. He 
says if the House conferees:thought the Senate was in earnest, the 
matter would soon be settled. We debated this proposition longer 
than any proposition that I have ever known, in my experience, 
debated on the naval appropriation bill; and the Senate adopted, 
not by a large majority, but adopted it as against the other prop
osition, which was lower. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Therefore, if the Senator will permit me. the 
situation is this: A majority of the body are in favor of the Sen
ate amendment, and the rest of the Senate are in favor of $300 
and an armor plant. Therefore, you might say that the entire 
Senate is either for this amendment or something better or lower 
down, and that the House can not expect such a condition as that 
to be overridden by a majority of 10 on that side, for that is 
all they had on the last vote. So if we will adhere now with 
instructions to the Senate conferees as to what we intend to do. 
the House will have to recede. That is all there is about it, and 
there are enough men over there who will yield. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Maine al
low me? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not propose to discuss this 

question, as it has been heretofore before the Senate-that is, on 
the merits of it-but I realize the fact that when the Senate and 
the House come to a deadlock on a proposition neither par y can · 
have their way entirely; that is to say, if any legislation is to be 
accomplished, there must be a compromise. I do not speak for 
anybody but myself. 

I hav~ had no consultation with anyone, but for myself I would 
be content to agree to the present proposition of the House. so 
amended that in case the Secretary of the Navy could not obtain the 
armor at prices which to him seemed just and reasonable, he should 
be compelled to start an armor plant. I want to say with regard 
to that matter, that I believe the Senate and the country can trust 
the Secretary of the Navy. He, of course, is conversant with all 
of these debates; he has seen that the utmost limit to which the 
Senate is willing to go is $445 a ton for armor, and that that was 
only by a narrow majority, while a minority almost equal to the 
votes of the majority thought the price should be $300 a ton and 
that an armor plant should be built anyway, I am satisfied that 
neither the present Secretary of the Navy nor any other Secretary 
of the Navy would, under these circumstances, ever consent to 
purchase armor plate at more than $445 a ton, and that he would 
get it at a less price if he could. 

I do not quite like the statement made, that if this provision is 
passed, the Secrntary of the Navy will give just what the manu
facturers of armor plate may ask. I feel very sure--

Mr. BUTLER". Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let me finish the sentence. 
I feel very sure and very confident that the Secretary of the 

Navy would never pay more than the amount which has been put 
into the Senate bill by amendment. 

It seems to me that this is a way out of the dilemma and that 
under it the Government will never be compelled to pay any more 
than the amount which the Senate by a majority put into the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Connecticut has no higher 
regard for the personal integrity of the Secretary of the Navy than 
I have; but the veryfact that the other House is stubbornlyrefus
ing to agree to limit the price of armor to $445 a ton disproves the 
Senator's statement, because the very forces and influences that 
make them stand out for not agreeing to that limit will mean 
that we will not get armor plate at $445 a ton unless we limit it 
to that amount. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from North Caro
lina were Secretary of the Navy, or if I were, or if any other mem
ber of this Senate were, and the bill were left in the shape in which 
it is proposed to be left by the House, amended as I have sng ... 
gested, neither he nor I nor any other member of the Senate would 
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ever think of contracting at a higher rate than $145 a ton. I may vote, and let ns decide whether we are willing to surrender to 
be mistaken, Mr. President, in my confidence-- this combine or whether we are willing to fight it. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the House thought that way with the Sen· So far as I am concerned, before I would surrender to them I 
a.tor, then the House would agree to the Senate amendment. would not put a single pound of armor plate on a ship. I do not 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow know but that we may be involved in a war with some nation, 
me to say a word? though I do not think there is any danger of it. At all events, I 

.l\Ir. PLATT of Connecticut. I will; but I want to say a few would not bea party to having any combine in this country take 
more words myself. the Government of the United States by the throat in a matter of 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is upon this precise point. this kind. I would infinitely prefer that the ships would rot on 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Very well. their stocks than that we should do that; and so would the Ameri· 
Mr. CHANDLER. I only want to call the attention of the can people. The time has been reached, Mr. President, when at 

Senator to the fact-not to make an argument-that the combined least these combines should not be able to take the Government 
armor-plate factories insisted upon $545 a ton for the armor for by the throat, even if they take the people by the throat. 
the Kearsarge and the Kentucky, and compelled the Secretary of Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, before saying a few words on 
the Navy to give it. So in every case, where the Secretary has this question, I should like to ascertain, if the Senator from Maine 
made a contract without being limited by Congress, he has given will give me his attention, whether there is any way in which the 
exactly the price which the combined manufacturers have de- Senate can get the bill back into this body and reduce the num· 
mantled, and there was no competition. ber of ships? .We authorized 2 battle ships, 3 armored cruisers, 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. and 3 protected cruisers. 'rhere are 8 ships, which will cost forty 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I want to say this, and that is all: or fifty million dollars. Is there any parliamentary way in which 

I do not put my confidence solely upon my understanding of the the Senate can get control of the bill and Jimit the number of 
character of the present Secretary of the Navy; but if the Admin- ships to be built? Could we reconsider the vote by which the bill 
istration should be entirely reversed next November, and any was passed? 
other man should be appointed to the position of Secretary of the ,_ Mr. HALE. No; I do not know how that can be done. That 
Navy, I can not for a moment believe, and I do not for a moment is a subject which has been passed and which has been agreed to 
believe, that any Secr~tary of the Navy would contract for armor by both Houses. 
plate at a sum exceedmg ~5 a ton. . Mr. C~LER. But it seems to me there ought to be some 

Mr .. TE~LER. Mr. President, the .vice of the House amend- way, if, in the progress of conferences between the two Houses, 
ment is th1s: In the first place, we give to the Secretary of the either House wishes to take back some portion of what it has done 
Navy entire discr~tio~, as to wha~ he shall pay f~r armor plate. that it may do that thing. ' 
~hen we say t<? him, If you thii;i;k you have paid too much for Mr. FORAKER. I see the Senator from New Hampshire is bold 
it, you may build an arm~r plant. , enough to make an inquiry, which encourages me to make one 

Mr. P~A~,T of Connecticut. ~ beg the Sena!or s pard~n. .We that I had in mind. I do not wish to see this bill back in the Sen· 
say to him, If you can not get ~t at a sum which Y,?u thmk Just ate in order that we may reduce the number of ships, but I should 
and reasonable, then you ca~ build. an armor plan~. . like to see it back here, if there is any parliamentary way by 

Mr. TELLER. We leave it to him to say what is Just an~ rea· which it can be brought back, so that we may reduce the price of 
S<?nab~e. Just andr~asona~lewhyandh<? ? Under anarbitrar.y armor plate from $445 a. ton to $400 a ton, I voted against fixing 
direction we have ~ven h~ to buy this armor plate. That 18 the price at $400 a ton because I wanted to follow the judgment 
~hat we h~~e told him to.do, and he !1as got to do_that, and that of the committee and support the committee, but I did so against 
is the condition under which he buys it. m own ·ud ent 

The suggestion by the Senator from Connecticut, that is, if you Y J gm . • . . 
could amend the last clause and provide that it should be in his I shall be glad, m view 0~ ~hat has occurred, if ~e can h~ve a 
discretion, would absolutely amount to nothing at all. Instead chance to undo the ~roposition to pay.$445 a tont if that~ be 
of being in his discretion, it should be made imperative on him, accepted, and to pu~ it at $4,00 a to?, which, accordmg t~ the J.ndg· 
provided he can not get the plate at what he thinks he ought to ment of everybody, it seems.to me is enough for us to I?ay, and if we 
get it for· but under the circumstances when he has bought it can not get the armor plate for that sum, then build an armor· 
he will think he ought to have paid th~t for it; and that is all plaMte fCacHtoANry.DLER M p 'd t--
there is of it. r. . · r. res1 en . 

As suggested by the Senator from North Carolina, if the House Mr. HALE. Wil~ the Senator from New H:~.mpshire allow me 
committee believed that we would get this armor plate at a fair to answer the question of th~ Senat-Or from Ohio? 
piice and that this company would take a fair price for it, they Mr. CHANDLER .. Certa1?ly. . . . . 
would not be so tenacious about their amendment. . ~r. HA~E. That is a subJect that is unlike the .b~ildi?g ?f the 

I want to make a prediction, Mr. President. We declared by sJ;i.ips, ~hich has been agreed to by bot~ Houses; 1t is still m the 
this Senate unanimously that these armor-plate companies were ~~cretion of the Senate.' but not ~pon thISconfe~e~cereportunless 
robbing the Government, and every Senator who got up here and it 1s voted down. But ~f at any time !1-ny proJ,>0sitlon of agreem~nt 
made a speech on it so declared. Every vote that was given was between the conferees IS presente~, ei~h~r fi.xrn~ the ~ate at which 
with the intent to prevent them from robbing the Government the contrads shall be made or leavmg.i~ m the discret10n of the Sec· 
further. Nearly one-half of the Senate was in favor of limiting retary o~ the Navy, then that proposit10n can be ~~ended by ~he 
the price to a figure very much below what a slight majority ~ena~e, Just as the House has amended our proposition byputtmg 
favored, but the sentiment of the Senate, taking both sides, those m this clause. . . . 
who favored 8300 atonforarm~r plate and those!Yho~erewilling . So I can sayto the~enato~fro~Ohi~tha~ all tl;le discretion that 
to go up to $540, or whatever it might be, all said this: I predict 1s needed and all that 1s reqmred is left m this subJect-matter to the 
that we shall back o:ut, that we shall give to these armor-plate fac· Senate finally. 
tories just exactly what they demand, nor will we provide for an Mr. FORAKER. I want to say now that at the proper time, if 
armor plant. it become necessary, that proposition will be made; and I can say 

This bill came here from the House of Representatives with cer- also, if it is worth anything to the conferees on behalf of the Sen· 
tain provisions in it• that were objectionable, but not so objec- ate, that quite a number of Senators who voted for $445 a ton will 
tionable as the feature which is now thrust upon us. They were change their votes and vote for $400 a ton as the maximum, and, 
nothing like so objectionable as this proposition which comes to in the event of that not being accepted, then to peremptmily 
ns from the House, which is an absolute surrender to this com- command the building of an armor-plate factory by the Govern .. 
bine. ment. 

I want the Senator who has this bill in charge to take the vote Mr. HALE. I am glad the Senator from Ohio has stated his 
of the Senate on the conference report; and if he does not, I am• proposition. My object in this matter was to elicit discussion, in 
going to call for a vote. I want to know whether the Senate is order to get at the views of Senators, because the conferees want 
going to back out or not. to represent the body so far as they can; and the discussion throws 

Mr. HA.LE. Mr. President, that is precisely what I want to light upon the present feeling of the Senate. 
know. I make a repor t in which the Eenate conferees stand Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President--
squarely against any amendment of the Senate proposition. I Mr. BUTLER. Will the chairman of the committee allo\V me 
want the Senate by a vote to back up and accept the report. to ask him a question before he )ields the floor? 
That is all we can do. Mr.HALE. TheSenatorfromNewHampshire[Mr.CHANDLER] 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I want the Senate to do. has the floor. 
Mr. HALE. And I have no doubt the Senate will do that. Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield to the Senator for a question. 
Mr. TELLER. I want them to do that so as to strengthen the Mr. BUTLER. I will ask the Senator, or rather I will ask the 

hands of the committee. I do not want this conference report to Chair, would it not be in order now, in view of the statement 
go in the way suggested by the Senator from Connecticut. I just made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], for himself 
would rather it came here as it came originally from the House of and others, that a clear majority of the Senate right now is in 
Representatives when it was not as objectionable in its features as favor of reducing the price of armor to $400 a ton-and there was 
it is now. So I hope the proposition will be put to a yea-and-nay only 2 majority before in fixing the price at $445 instead of $400 a 

,_ 
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ton-would it not be in order now to amend · the Senate amend- apt to make the other House, with whom you are conf elTing, per
ment and reduce the amount from $445to$400,andlettheconferee.s sist in their position also and give instructions on their side if 
go back with that instruction from the Senate? they really differ. Of course you can instruct the conferees to 

Mr. HALE. I do not think that is in order now, because the yield to the other side; that is a different thing; but practically· 
committee reports a complete disagreement. It is not proposed we have always found that our way of working out theso dis
to change or amend at all, but that we disagree on the whole sub- agreements and getting, so far as we could, what we want is to let 
·ject-matter. the conferees go back uninstructed and to let them get at the true 

Mr. BUTLER. I want our conferees to go back with instruc- sense of their body by debate and expressions of Senators, just as 
tions for $400 a ton instead of $445. Therefore. I move to recon- the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] a few moments ago said 
sider the vote by which the Senate passed this bill and put in the to the Senate that in his judgment the Senate would come to a 
item of $445, and that it be reduced to $400. certain opinion in the future different from that which has been 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can not do that. exhibited by its past vote. That is a very significant and impor-
Mr. BUTLER. Is it in order to move a reconsideration of the tant and valuable statement. which will be read and understood 

action of the Senate? by the House conferees, and it will have much more effect in 
Mr. HALE. It was passed ten days ago, and bas been in con- bringing about a concurrence than it would if we should vote to _ 

ference since that time. adhere or vote to instruct, which is almost as bad. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then what is the pa.rliamentary status? Jn Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this discussion has grown 

what way can it be reached? Can the conferees themselves out of the inquiry I made as to whether there was any way by 
reach it? which the Senate could get possession of this bill and reconsider 

Mr. HALE. I have just said to the Senator from Ohio that this its passage. I believe there is such a way. It may be that a mo
is a report of an absolute disagreement. We do not agree at all tion to reconsider would be late; but we passed the bill with cer
to the House amendment, and they do not agree to our proposi- tain Senate amendments. Why can not we reconsider? The bill 
tion. It is a square, plump clash, a deadlock between the two is here in the Senate, in the possession of the Senate, and we can re
Houses on this proposition, and, unless the Senate votes down and' consider, in my judgment. There ought to be a way in which the 
refuses to accept the conference report, nothing further can be Senate can say, ''We are sorry we passed that bill. We want to 
done except to go into another conterence. reconsider it, and try it again." 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, let me ask the Senator, suppose the Sen- Now, Mr. President, the reason I wanted to be informed on that 
ate votes down the conference report, then would my motion be point is this: The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] very well 
in order? knows that this bill never would have passed the Senate with pro· 

l\Ir. HALE. 1 t would not be in order for the Senator to move vision for two great battle ships, three armored cruisers, and three 
to i·econsider the bill. protected cruisers, costing forty or fifty million dollars, if it had 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, when we vote down the conference been supposed that by any possibility a proYision would be in-
report, how do we improve the parliamentary status, then? serted in the bill giving the Secretary of the Navy unlimited power 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think I will resume now, to buy and fix the price of armor. It is now proposed by this 
if the Senator will permit me. House amendment that he may pay $550 a ton for armor plate; he 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire has the floor. may pay $600 or $700. He is absolutely at the mercy of the armor
Mr. BUTLER. But the Senator has not informed me how we plate combine, unless he decides not to build the ships, but to go 

can reach this matter. on and build an armor-plate factory, which, according to the pre-
Mr. HALE. The Senate can not reach it now, but if a propo- diction of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], will not give us 

sition should come in at any future time for adjusting this upon an armor plate in four years. 
any basis, then the subject-matter will be entirely in the control I Mr. President, what I wanted to getat was this: Whether there 
of the Senate so far as it is concerned. It can change the $445 to is any possibility that the Senate can recede from its decision to 
S4CO or $425, or put it up to $455, or can make it discretionary adopt this great naval programme for armored vessels, because I 
with the Secretary of the Navy. am alarmed at the proposition which the House of Representatives 

Mr. BUTLER. When can the Senate do that? made, that at the end of four or five years' investigation and dis-
Mr. HALE. When any proposition of that kind comes in. cussion we are to end it all, quit the controversy with the armor-
1\lr. BUTLER. Comes in from where? plate people, and the differences of opinion between the two 
Mr. HALE. From the conference committee. Houses, and say to the Secretaryof theNavy, "Weend it all here 
Mr. BUTLER. Is not the conference report here now? now; pay just what you choose; and when you have decided 
Mr. HALE. The conference report is that we disagree abso· what you will choose to pay, if you can not get the armor for that 

lutely. That includes everything. - . sum, then do not build these ships; take the responsibility as one 
Mr. CHANDLER. There is nothing for the Senate to do ex- man of stopping this whole naval program!Ile of national arma-

cept to agree or to disagree. ment, and go to work and build an armor factory." It would be 
Mr. BUTLER. Well, what kind of a conference report would I the most foolish and the most preposterous thing that could be 

have to be made? · conceived of for us to do that thing. 
Mr. HALE. When the conference committee agree upon some- The foundation princip1e of the course of the Committee on 

thing and present it, that is an agreement. Then the whole thing Ap:i;ropriations is to make specific appropriations; to know what 
will be in the hands of the Senate. they are doing when they authorize the e::rpenditure of the Gov

Mr. GALLINGER. If my colleague will permit me, does the ernment'smoney. Undoubtedly,ifanythingcanbeboughtinopen 
Senator hold that when a conference report comes here upon market by advertisement and competition, you can wisely give 
agoreement the Senate can amend it on motion? the head of a Department unlimited authority to procure the arti-

Mr. HALE. I think so. cle, to get the service, to get the work done; but Congress has 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is palpable that that can not be been confronted these half dozen years by a condition -of things 

done. The only vote we can take is on agreeing or disagreeing to showing that there was no competition whatever, and we have · 
the report. been obliged at every step in the busine~s to pay exactly what the 

Mr. HALE. Of course, that is a preliminary. For instance, if combined armor manufacturers of the United States and of Europe 
the conferees brought in a proposition of discretion and the Sen- demand. • 
ate was against it, they could vote down the report. · I say, Mr. Preaident, that if tllere is any danger of committing 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then the matter would go back to con- this discretion to the Secretary of. the Navy, there oaght to be 
ference. some way to get the bill back into the Senate and reduce tho num-

1\fr. HALE. Yes; it would go back to conference. ber of ships, if not to decide that there shall be no additional 
Mr. LODGE. Could not the Senate amend or disagree, with ships authorized by this bill, but that the Secretary of the Navy 

instructions to its conferees? shall go on and at any p1ice the combine will give him put the 
Mr. HALE. That is the same thing. It is in the power of the armor upon the ships already built and which need the armor, 

Senate. and then stop until Congress can find out what is the price of 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to say one word. armor. as it has teen trying to find out all these years. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Mr. TILLMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from New 

Hampshire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? Hampshire, if he will permit me, to the fact that the ships pro-
M..r. CHANDLER. I yield. vided in this bill, which he is now seeking to get back in order to 
.Mr. HOAR. I should like to say a word on the parliamentary cut them out, are nothing like so much as are those alreadyauthor

question. Practically the only way. when .there ~s really a seri- izecl in.pre-dons bills and held _up. We haYe 5 0th.er battle ships 
ous disagreement between the two .Houses, 1s to d1sa.gree and send authonzed and 3 armored crmsers and 3 battle ships now on the 
the matter back to a· new conference. It is in order undoubtedly stocks to provide armor for. besides the 8 in this bill. 
to instrnct yoar conferees in the new conference-- .Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that very well; and the Gov-

Mr. GALLINGER. But that does not amend the bill. ernment will submit to this extortion as to the ships we have al-
.Mr. HOAR. That, of course, does not amend the biU. Such ready authorized if the House of Representatives, the members of 

an instruction is almost never desirable, because it is· to that which--
extent a limitation of the freedom of . the conferees. It is very Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to as!c him a question? 

.. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. in one moment. It will submit to it if the 

House, the members of which are to go before their constituents 
for reelection or defeat in November, insist upon it. We might 
submit to the e:rlortion as to the ships ah-eady authorized, but we 
do not want to authorize eight more ships. 

Mr. SC01'T. I wanted to ask the Senator from New Hamp
shire how he knows that this is an extortion. I want to know 
whether or not he is an expert on the cost of manufacturing armor 
plate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President. thoroughly expert. I have 
studied this subject for six years, and the Senator from West Vir
ginia has not studied it for fivo minutes. 

Mr. SQOTT. Twenty-eight years. I want to say to the Sen
ator from New Hamp3hire that I grew up in a manufacturing 
city; that I am interested in a number of steel plants and differ
ent manufacturing concerns, and I think I know more in a day 
about manufacturing-than he ever knew in his life. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from West Virginia manufa.c
tures glass. That is his business, and I do not know but that we 
had better armor the ships with glass-

Mr. SCOTT. That would be good. 
Mr. CHANDLER. If we can get it from his establishment in 

West Virginia. It would be a most unwise and injudicious and 
unseemingly thing for un in Congress to put this responsibility 
upon the Secrefary of the Navy. All the naval officers about him 
want him to pay the largest sum. I have had occasion to say 
hitherto that the naval _officers are not economical. _ They have no 
idea of how money is raised by taxation, and they will always ad
vise him to pay the largest sum. 

The Secretary of the Navy is an ambitious man. He may in 
time reach higher honors than those to which he has already at
tained, and by the aid of New England I hope he may go on to 
higher honors than those of the Secretary of the Navy. Do we 
want to single him out and say to him, "Stop the building of these 
ships unless you can get armor for what you think is a fair price," 
when the Congress of the United States is too cowardly to fix the 
price? ' 

We ought not to do anything of the kind. The Secretary of 
the Navy will not take the responsibility of arrestingtheconstruc-· 
tion of th~se ships. He will submit. He will not take the respon
sibility of waiting one, two, three, or four years, whatever the 
time may be, until the armor can be manufactured at a Govern
ment factory. He will build the ships, ~nd this contest agains~ 
the combined monopoly of these great establishments will come 
to an end. If it does so come to an end, I shall certainly wash my 
hands of the subject and hereafter take lessons from the Senator 
from West Virginia. • · 

:Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it seems to me that the matter 
would be simplified if we discussed _simply what we can do. The 
ob.~ect of a conference of course is to bring the two Houses to
gether. A bill that has once gone into conference is no longer in 
the possession of either House. It is in the possession of both 
Houses. On ,the proposition of the authorization of ships, the 
minds of the Houses have met,-and it bas passed beyond the con
trol of either Honse. One House can not touch a proposition that 
the two Houses have agreed on. We can deal only with the propo
sition in regard to armor plate. That is open. 'fhere has been an 
absolute disagreement on that. On that we can either recede and 
accept the House proposition, or we can insist on our disagrne
ment and have a further conference, or we can vote to adhere and 
lose the bill if the other House also votes to adhere; but we can 
not bring into it a proposition to amend other parts of the bill on 
which the House have ah-eady agreed. Nothing is open but the 
matters in disagreement between the Houses. 

Now, this armor-plat.a business to me is si~ply a question as to 
how we shall get the ships. That is the main thing-get the 
ships. I am ready to stand for the building of an armor plant 
absolutely, if the autnority is given while it is going on to 
buy armor at a proper price and build the ships. I believe the 
figures suggested by the Senator from Ohio would absolutely 
stop the building of ships. I think at $445 we could go on, but if 
we simply provide for the building of an armor plant and give no 
authority to buy armor, it means to stop the construction of the 
Navy. I hope, Mr. President, that we shall take the natural 
course. The conferees - who represent the _views of the Senate 
have made this disagreement. They are prepared to go in and 
still further press our views, and they know what the views of 
the Senate are. As I say, I hope we will take the natural course 
and insist on our disagreement, and send' the conferees back to 
try to reach an agreement with the o~her House. 

Mr. President, I rose also-to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question in regard to another point in disagreement. I want to 
know what has been done in regard to surveys, and I shall be 
very much obliged if the Senator will tell me just where we are 
on that proposition. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad the Senator has asked me that question, 
because that ought to be before the Senate., Perhaps the great 
importance of the armor question...has submerged this subject. 

The Navy Department, under its most excellently managed Hy
drographic Office, is doing surveys in the ocean and to a limited 
extent on the lakes, although mostly done there by the War De
partment, and about the Philippines and about Cuba, because it 

. has ships, it has trained officers, it can make charts a.nd maps, and 
can do the work well. The Senate gave it a hundred thousand 
dollars, with authority to go on and continue the surveys which 
the Department is now making. The Honse originally cut it 
down to $10,000. 

In its action upon the last conference report the Honse cut down 
the jurisdiction of this survey by limiting the kind of work it 
should do-by limiting itgeographically-andgave itonly$20,000. 
The Senate conferees could notagreetothat. TheHouseconferees 
would submit no proposition of amendment, but the vote in the 
Honse was squareanddirectupon it. Therefore on this matter the 
conferees a1'e again at deadlock, and it is for the reason applying to 
this and applying to the armor-plate matter and the other subjects 
of dispute that the conference committee has reported-I made 
the report this morning-an actual disagreement. The Senate 
conferees do not believe in yielding on this matter; and that is in
cluded in the report. On all the snbjects·matter, I will say to the 
Senator, as I have said about armor plate, we may controvert and 
we may discuss-and it is a good, thing to do, and I have invited 
this discussion because I want to get at the minds of Senators
but in the end·one side or the other has to yield something or the 
bill will fail. I am not prepared to yield. I think the Senate 
proposition is just and fair, both on surveys and on armor plate. 
We 1ind the House in like condition. 

Now, what will come out of it on the matter of surveys I can 
not tell the Senator. I only know that at present the Senate is 
not inclined to yield, and I am not at all inclined to yield.- I do 
not want to see that service crippled. 

Mr. LODGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator for his 
statement in regard to the surveys. I think nothing more mis
chievous could possibly be done than that which is proposed by 
the House amendment. As I understand, it did not come from 
their Naval Committee. It is part of the bad practice which 
was discu~sed here the other day in regard to surveys. It is an 
attempt to take from the Navy its hydrographic surveys and throw 
them into. the Coast Survey, building up another great depart
ment with, as the Senator from New Hampshire said, another 
little navy. I have had a great many letters from large shipping 
firms, expressing great dissatisfaction with the Coast Survey maps, 
and urging in the strongest terms the importance of the hydro
graphic surveys. There is no economy in increasing the appro
priation to the Coast Survey and building that up and trying to 
break down the naval service. The Navy is going on. We have 
the officers there under our pay. You make no reduction. You 
simply pour more money into one of these multifold surveys 
which the Government is carrying forward. • -

It would be· a great injury to navigation, in my judgnient, to 
break down the Hydrographic Office; and I am delighted to hear 
that the conferees on the part of the Senate propose to stand with 
absolute firmness on that point, for I believe that is the judgment 
of the Senate, and I believe it is sound judgment in the way of 
administration and in the way of getting the best results. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate but a mo
ment. In this discussion a number of Senators have taken occa
sion to say that the price charged for armor plate is exorbitant, 
that it is robbery, etc. I do not believe that a manufacturer of 
armor plate to-day could himself tell what it is going to cost him. 
They may press one, and it may break down. They may get one 
good plate, and then they get twenty bad ones that have to be re
melted. I am only saying that the manufacturers themselves are 
unable to determine definitely the cost of the plate. The crane that 
lifts the immense plates may break. When gentlemen assert here 
that it is robbery and extortion, practically, I say that such lan
guage should not be used against those manufacturers, because I 
am satisfied that the cost of armor plate is greater than a great 
many of the Senators have any idea. 

The gentlemen who make armor plates and prepare them for 
the Navy have but one customer. When they make tool steel, for 
which, as I said the other day, we pay $851 a ton-and you are 
talking about robbery in paying 8445 for armor plate-they can 
sell the tool steel to hundreds and thousands of consumers all over 
the country. I desired simply to offer these few s~ggestions in 
defense of these much-abused, a.a I believe, manufacturers of armor 
plate. They are not so black as they are painted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from West Vir
ginia has evidently paid no attention whatever to the investiga
tion before the Committee on Naval Affairs. He has not read . 
either the fraud report by the Naval Committee of the House, in 
which investigation employees of the Carnegie Company testified 
that they bad put on the Government fraudulent armor, armor 
with blowholes in it, armor that had not been tempered, and a 
great many other things which were dishonorable and dishonest. 

Mr; SCOTT. I will say to the Senator that ! 'have read that. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Then how can the Senator get up here and 
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undertake to say that other Senators are not justified in saying Mr. PENROSE. I should like to inten-ogate the Senator from 
that these people are unscrupulous and that they have robbed the Ohio. I should like to ask him whether that bid was not based 
Government? He has a rjght to his opinion, but so have we; and upon the guaranty on the part of the Government that orders for 
tho:3e of us who have investigated this matter, and have been some 6,000 tons annually should be furnished to the establish
do:ng it for five years on the Na val Committee, and have had the ment? 
matter ~tisfactorily proven to our minds are at least entitled to · Mr. HANNA. Yes; but he had no idea of getting the contract 
our opimon. If we see proper to get up llere and use those strong and djd not want it. ' 
words, I do not think we ought to be called to account for it. Mr. PENROSE. It was a bluff as the Senator has stated. In 
~nt of cour~e th~ Se~a~or from West. Virginia is exer~ising his addition to that, the stipulation ~as inserted in the bid that the 
nght to express his op1mon, and we will do the same thmg. Government should guarantee, for a series of years, orders of 

Mr. HANNA rose. 6,000 tons annually. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will yield to the Senator from Ohio. Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator ever read the report by and 
Mr. HANNA. I thought the Senator from Sonth Carolina was testimony taken before the Naval Committee, in which Mr. Lin-

through. derman and Mr. Schwab testified that if we would give them a 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will yield. contract for 6,000 tons they would give us a rebate of $100 a ton 
l\fr. HANNA. I do not want the Senator to yield. !thought on it? 

he had concluded. Mr. HANNA. Yes. 
Mr. TILLMAN. As has been pointed out this morning, the Mr. TILLMAN. Showing that the magnitude of the contract 

Senate is practically unanimous on the proposition of $445 or less. cuts a big figure in the price. 
A majority of 2 voted fo1· $445 or an armor-plate factory. All the Mr. HANNA. Yes. . 
remainder of ihe Senate voted for $300 and an armor-plate fac- Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator ought to state that there was 
tory. This bill ca.n fail if the House is obdurate. If it is so set in embraced in the proposition a provision that we should give them 
its affection for this trust, so subservient to it that there can be a contract for 6,000 tons a year for twenty years. 
no loosening of the grasp that it has on that end of the Capitol, Mr. TILLMAN. There was no limitation; just 6,000 tons a year, 
we can let the naval appropriation bill fail, or we can strike out Mr. HANNA. For a term of years. 
all these provisions-the Senate amendment and everything else- Mr. TILLMAN. No term of years. 
and agree to the bill just as it came from the House. I for one Mr. HANNA. That was the intention. 
would i·ather see the bill fail than to have us go before the conn- Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know what their intention was. I 
try this year acknowledging that the United States, a great and am certain it was not good. 
powerful nation as it is, stands and submits to robbery and extor- Mr. HANN A. I do not want to take up any time in a dialogue 
tion. . on this matter. I simply desire to state the facts as I know them, 

The chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee said," They put and I propose to present them fairly. 
the knife in us when they got us in their power." There is no The cost of making armor, of course, depends largely upon the 
man on this floor, except the Senator from West Virginia, who cost of the raw material and labor. There has been an advance of 
pretends to defend this combine. That is the situation; and, as I fully 25 per cent in both since the question was under discussion 
said, I would rather see the bill fail entirely and have no ships before, and particularly in labor, which amounts in these works, 
built at all, and let the blame fall on the House of Representa- I am told, to over 30 per cent. Therefore the conditions are not 
tives, who stand therebolsteringup and voting for acontinuation quite so favorable nowforregulating thepricesastheyhave been. 
of this monopoly and its unholy and unrighteous robbery of the While I have not fully considered and do not know what is the 
people. best basis upon which to compromise this, I do know and I do feel 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I have had the honor to be a mem- that under those conditions some- discretion given to a man of the 
ber of the Na val Affairs Committee since I have been in this body, ability and integrity of our Secretary of the Navy would be greatly 
besides having had some little experience with manufacturing in- to the advantage of the United States in watching his opportunity 
dustries before I came here; and although I have not had the five as he makes contracts, not perhaps in gross tonnage, but from 
years of investigation and experience that some of my colleagues time to time as he sees that it is for the best ad vantage of the Gov
have, I pretend to know something about the manufacturing busi- ernment to do so. 
ness and something about the manufacture of armor plate, from 1 want to know whether the character and integrity of that 
investigation and absolute personal knowledge. I have refrained officer are any less to-day than they were wnen the United States 
from taking any part in this discussion, because I believed it to be placed at his disposal $22,000,000 for expenditure during the war. 
the prerogative of a Senator to hear the arguments frankly ex- I want to know whether the political ambition of a man of his 
pressed and then to judge for himself upon the merits of the propo- character can interfere with his judgment and his integrity in the 
sition. discharge of his public duty. I resent any such imputation upon 

This contest on armor plate began several years ago, and, as any member of this Government. 
has been stated by the Senator from South Carolina and the Sena- Mr. President, it has been stated here by several Senators, with 
tor from New Hampshire, the construction of ships provided by respect to the ability of the Government to build an armor plant, 
Congress has been delayed, owing to the failure on the part of the that it can be done in a year and a half or two years. It can not 
House or the Senate, or both, to reach an agreement on the price of oo built and completed and prepared to furnish armor to the Gov
armor plate. I say, as a result of my observation, that the responsi- ernment in five years. 
bility for the failure of the construction of those ships rests upon Mr. SCOTT. That is right. 
the individual efforts of those two Senators in placing the price Mr. HANNA. These immense compressors or presses are enly 
of. armor plate below what any concern in the United States or made in two places in the whole worid. It would take three 
Europe, or the United St.ates Government itself, could manufac~ years before one of them could be built. 
ture if for. That is the whole trouble with this matter, and the Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator read the testimony of Mr. 
Senator from South Carolina has given to you the animus of the Carnegie before the committee, in which he stated that after bav
whcle situation when he saysthathewouldrather seethe bill fail- ingbuilt his addition to his steel works he was able to make armor 
and consequently a failure of the progress of our Navy and the and deliver itwithin nine months from the date when he received 
development of our marine power-than to be defeated upon a the contract? 
proposition which is untenable-entirely so-from a manufactur- Mr. HANNA. Yes; but the Senator--
in~ standpoint. Mr. TILLMAN. When the Senator is so reckless in his per-

1 am not here to defend or uphold any manufacturer or any sonal opinions I must call his attention to the facts. 
corporation, but I say upon my own responsibility that $445 a Mr. HANNA.. If I ever grow to be as reckless in my acser· 
ton is a reasonable price, yea, a low price, for this material under tions as is the Senator from South Carolina, I shall feel very bad 
present conditions. It is a price below what any nation on earth about it. Of course, if Mr. Carnegie had his works complete and 
is paying to-day, a price which nobody here yet has stated upon his machinery prepared and ready for production, he could make 
knowledge of facts and figures is a high price. armor plate or any other material inside of nine months; but I say, 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? a.nd I repeat it, that no man and no corporation and no amount of 
I have a very distinct recollection that in the House of Re:pre- money can produce one of these compressors inside of three years, 
sentativesnot only was it proved by investigation that armor plate because it can not be made in a shorter time. The immense ma
could be made for $.240 a ton, but the Illinois Steel Company of- chinery connected with the whole outfit of armor-plate manufac· 
fered to make it for $260 a ton. ture is of the same nature. 

Mr. HANNA. I believe that testimony was produced in some It so happens that at this time the whole world is busy. The 
investigation. I happened to know something about that investi- manufacturing industries in this country are driven to their ut
gation, and I know that that proposition was a pure bluff. The most. You can hardly buy an engine of a thousand horsepower 
then president of the Illinois Steel Company made the offer in short of a year to a year and a half delivery. When you state 
personal pique against other manufacturers of armor plate, just that this Government ean build and complete an armor piant in 
as he has since been guilty of other transactions of the same nature. a year or a year and a half or two years, you are stating what is 
It was a pure bluff. not true. It is not sq. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. In view of his statement a moment ago, the 

Senator will recall the fact that several steel mills have been shut 
down because of want of work. 

Mr. HANNA. That is the same man who made the offer of 
$245 a ton, who is said to have shut down the mills to influence 
the stock market. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It shows how unscrupulous men get to be 
when they get to be millionaires through trusts. They not only 
get to be liars, but thieves, also. 

Mr. HANNA.. The Senator does not mean to call anybody a 
liru·? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not calling any individual a liar. I am 
only speaking in general language. 

1\1r. HANNA. I do not propose to go into that branc'!l of the 
subject, either. 

I have no hesitancy in saying, and I repeat what I said, that 
an armor plant can not be built and completed in five years; and 
I have no hesitancy in making a further prophecy, that no matter 
when it is built or completed, the Government of the United 
States can not manufacture armor plate within 50 per cent of 
what it can buy it for. I know how these things are conducted. 
I know what it means. The bare, naked armor plant is nothing 
compared with the entirety of such an organization. If you are 
going into anything economically, you have to commence at the 
base-the raw material; you have to make your pig iron and your 
steel, and through all the ramifications of manufacture you have 
to absorb every profit to the Government in order to economize. 

:Mr. HOAR. You must have a trained corps of men. 
Mr. HANNA.. You must have your experts; and then I want 

to know where you are going to get yom- knowledge by which 
you can manufactm-e the Krupp patent armor. I have heard it 
stated several times during this discussion that the United States 
Government could secure that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We only have the testimony of Admiral 
O'Neil. 

Mr. HANNA. I do not care whose testimony the Senator has. 
I am stating my proposition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator first appealed-
Mr. HANNA.. I am stating my own proposition upon my re

sponsibility. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator first appealed to us ~ot to im

peach the honor and integrity of John D. Long, in which I agree 
with him, and then he turns around and repudiates the admiral 
in charge of the Ordnance Bureau as unworthy of belief. 

Mr. HANNA.. I appeal to the Senator, as I am a tyro here, to 
give me half a chance. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will not interrupt the Senator from Ohio 
any more. 

Mr. HANN A.. I thank you. . 
The cost of armor plate depends on the iron ore, and so through 

all the ramifications of its manuf actm-e, in every step and process 
of which labor is involved to the extent of 90 per cent of it. That 
is the proposition you are obliged to confront to-day. Then there 
is the advanced price of skilled labor in this country. When you 
talk about taking anybody and everybody into such a manufac
turing establishment, men who know nothing about the processes, 
you would be running a risk that the United States Government 
could not afford and would not take. You have got to have 
skilled mechanics, you have got to have men who have been 
trained from the beginning of this operation, or else every plate 
you manufacture will be a failure. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio ifthe 
Government can not get that skilled labor? 

l\fr. HANN A.. They can get it if they hire it from other people 
who have it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. Why not do that? 
Mr. HANNA.. If you would pay higher, you could get it in that 

way, probably. 
Mr. ALLEN. Why not do that? 
Mr. HANN.A. I thought you were studying economics. 
Mr. ALLEN. I am studying economics. I assume that when 

the recent Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Herbert, reported that this 
plate could be made for $192 a ton, and a great profit made on it, 
he was sufficiently near the truth, and that between that margin 
and $445 a ton the Government might be able to make some money. 

Mr. HANNA. I do not believe that plate could ever be made 
for $192 a ton. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Herbert made the statement, and it is on file 
here. 

Mr. HANNA. I am not disputing Mr. Herbert; I am stating 
my opinion; and I think I know as much about the subject as ex
Secretary Herbert. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator own armor plate? 
l\Ir, HANNA.. No; but I have been in the manufacturing busi

ness, and I have been connected with a steel plant for a great 
many years. 

M.r • .ALLEN. Has the Senator ever manufactured armor plate? 

Mr. HANNA. No; I have not. 
Mr. ALLEN. I mean outside of political armor plate. 
Mr. HANNA.. No, sir; butlhavefounditprettyinvulnerable. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. ALLEN. With the means employed by the Senator from 

Ohio in producing invulnerability, I have no doubt he has found 
it so. 

Mr. HANNA.. Thank you. 
Now, Mr. President, I made the statement at the beginning of 

my remarks that I did not think $445 a ton was an excessive price, 
and I think I know what I am talking about. If either of these 
concerns that have been manufacturing armor plate in this coun· 
try had devoted the same amount of capital and attention to any 
other branch of their manufacturing business, they would have 
made two dollars where they have made one in the Government work 
they have done. There is not any branch of the steel industry but 
what, if they had devoted the same amount of capital and lauor 
in its construction, would have brought a better remuneration, 
The amount manufactured up to this time has averaged less than 
2,000 tons to a plant, and on the cost of that manufacture, with 
the returns that they have received, they have not made much 
more than 6 and 10 per cent on their investment; and that is not 
a manufacturer's profit; it should not be. 

Now, with reference to the situation of this bill, I have trusted 
to abler hands and more experienced ones the management of the 
affairs of the Naval Committee. I have been willing to support 
the majority of the Senate and leave it for our conferees to at
tempt at least a settlement of this important question without any 
personal feeling or prejudice in this matter. But I protest that 
when it descends to a personal matter and when the Senate has 
settled this question by a unanimous vote, that question should 
rest there and go where it belongs for a final settlement, to the 
conferees. I do protest further that the individual effort by par· 
ties who would rather see this bill fail than that they should yield 
should not be the governing influence in the decision of this im· 
portant question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator asks me not to in· 
terfere with a tyro, and I would not do it if his remarks were not 
now in the direction of personal remarks. 

Mr. HANN .A.. I will waive it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator a few moments ago took occasion 

to say that it was owing to the efforts or to the work of the Sen· 
ator from New Hampshire and myself that we were in this con4 

dition. While that is one of the highest compliments I have ever 
had paid me, I leave it to Senators here, who have been convinced 
by arguments and facts presented in this discussion before the 
Senator came into this body and since he has been here by which 
the Senate has voted once, the first time, by a vote of three to one 
and every time since by a vote of two to one that we were right, 
to decide as between his assertion that it is a personal matter, a 
personal triumph, or whether Senators here are independent and 
act upon their responsibility after they have received proper in
formation. 

Mr. HANNA.. I have nothing to take back, nor do I intend to 
drift into any personalities in this discussion. 1 ha.ve not been 
here as long as either of the other Senators, but during the time 
I have been in the Senate I have been on the Naval Committee, 
and as far as my intelligence and perception would carry me I 
have studied this question, and I think I understand it. 

I have risen to say what I have said only because I saw the 
drift of things and what the intention was, to try to get the bill 
back from the control of the majority who have decided this 
question. I stand with the chail'man of my committee. I am 
willing to trust to him and his colleagues on the conference to 
bring about a fair settlement of this question, a. settlement with 
which the Government ought well to be satisfied. I am in favor 
of the growth and development of our Navy and of om· maritime 
power in every direction, and therefore I do not want to see any 
misstatements or misleading facts, ignorantly perhaps, brought to 
bear upon members in this Chamber to influence them to change 
their votes if they have voted as their conscience and their judg· 
ment dictated in the first instance. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I feel some hesitancy in speaking 
before a Senate with so many able experts on the subject of build
ing war vessels and manufactm-ing armor plate. I confess my 
utter ignorance of the armor-plate question and what it costs and 
what it ought to cost to make it. I make this confession because 
I do not want the Senate to find out that I am as ignorant after I 
have spoken as some of the Senate experts who have spokenon the 
subject, and studied it five or six years, have shown how ignorant 
they arA and utterly without accurate information, or such as can 
can enlighten Senators and tell them how to vote. 

It is easy to talk about establishing a greatarmor-platefactory, 
as if it could be done in a short time without difficulty or embar• 
rassment and with a certainty of success. But let me ask Sena. 
tors if they know what it would cost? The statement is made 
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that one can be built for $4,000,000. Mr. President, it may cost 
$10,000,000, and then be a failure. · 

There is one factor that enters into the building and operating 
of an armor-plate plant that has not been mentioned and has been 
overlooked. The armor-plate factories pay, I am told, some of 
them, a salary of $40,000, some of $50,000, per annum to experts, 
and then a number of them who receive from ten to twenty-five 
thousand per annum. If the United States Governmimt employed 
a man as an expert, though he might be better than the Sena
torial experts, and paid him $4.0,000 or $-50,000 a year for his 
services, how long would it be before there would be an in vestiga
tion on account of the waste and extravagance of the people's 
money? Then, aO'ain, owing to the limited number of skilled ex
perts in the world, can the United States calculate with certainty 
on getting them when and as they may want them? The idea of 
the Senators who are so learned on this subject is to pay a man 
about $2,000 or $.3,000, and the country is full of them at that 
price, but it is not true that there are many experts whose 
services can be had at even $40,000 or $50,000-per annum. If the 
armor-plate combine is so wicked and dangerous, it mi,;ht hire 
aU such ta.lent. In that event, how could the Government go on 
in building and operating an armor-plate factory? 

Again, the United States would be confronted with the use of 
patents. It .would have to go through all the experimental stages 
that take place in building up an armor-plate factory. H can 
not be done in a few years. It is not an established industry: at 
best, it is experimental in the United States and elsewhere. The 
Senator from Ohio and my colleague have called attention to the 
fact that the making of armor plate is largely experimental. 
Some new method, machine, or process may cost a million dollars 
and then be discarded. If the United States should find itself in 
this situation, it would be a great loss without any return and be 
discouraging; while if it is a loss to the manufacturer, it is his 
risk, and he is supposed to base his calculations upon such con
tingency. 

Now, Mr. President, under private ownership the Government 
is not res!)onsible for any loss or failure in making experiments. 

Mr. President, I oppose building an armor-plate factory by the 
Government for another reason. It is another step toward pater
nalism on the · part of the Government on a large scale and the 
Government ownership of public works. 

We \"\"ell remember that the Populist convention the other day 
in Nebraska put in its platform a plank directly advocating the 
ownership of railroads, telegraphs, telephones, and other plants, 
as well as the right to print paper money limited according to pop
ulation. Very soon we will find th8 Democratic party in its con
vention at Kansas City on the 4th of July, indorsing this Populist 
platform and nominating the same man for President that the 
Populists have nominat~. The fact is, t~e ropulist party alrea:dy 
dominat~s the Democratic party by furmshing them the only hve 
issues they have, although they are revolutionary and reactionary. 

Mr. President, we might as well resist the beginning of these 
things here and now if it is possible. I object to the Government 
owning railroads, telegraph and telephone lines, and an armor
plate factory or engaging in any business that the citizens of the 
country can legitimately engage in. 

The Senator from South Carolina claims to be accurate, and 
reads from rE:'ports he has. studied for five years to show hfa vast 
information and how accurate he is on so technical a question as 
manufacturing armor plate. Now, let us test his accuracy by the 
RECORD. He said the vote in the House was only 10 majority--

1.Ir. TILL1ifAN. Fifteen. 
Mr. ELKlNS. Eighteen. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Fifteen. 
Mr. ELKINS. I have in my hand the RECORD. The vote was 

107 yeas and 125 nays. The majority was 18. Why did you say 
10? And then correct it by another mjstake and declare it was 
15 when the RECORD says it was 18? If the Senator's information 
about armor plate is as inaccurate as his information about the 
proceedings of the House, wi~h the RECORD before him, ~e should 
not be trusted, though he da1ms to be an expert and well mformed 
on armor plate. How can we believe the Senator's expert knowl
edge, though aided by the Senator from New Hampshire, another 
expert on this subject? · 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is such a magnificent discovery that in 
glancing at the figures I did not make the subtra?ti~n .correctly 
in my head, that I leave the Senator from West V1rgm1a all the 
honor and glory he can get out of it. 

Mr. ELKlNS. The Senator said at first the majority was 10, 
and the RECORD says 18. That is a very wide difference; it is 
nearly double. Now, discounting what the Senator said about 
armor plate that much, I think you will bring the price up to $450 
per ton that the Senator opposes so much. The Senator says 
armor plate should cos t only $300 per ton. Now, if he is out of 
·the way and mistaken only bO per cent, this would bring the price 
up to 8-t ;')O per ton. In the matter of the House vote he was out 
of range nearly 100 per cent. Too bad for an expert. 

Mr. President, business men do these things npon business 
principles. The proper and businesslike way would be to leave 
the price, not to exceed a given amount, to the Secretary of the 
Navy. In England the British Government votes its budget an
nually for the navy and the other great departments of the Gov
ernment in bulk and holds the ministers responsible under a crim
inal statute for the expenditure of the money, putting no limita
tion upon them. The British Parliament trusts the Government 
ministers. It reposes confidence in their judgment, ability, and in-
tegrity. · 

Senators can afford to trnst the SecretaryoE the Navy and hold 
him responsible. He is under oath, a8 we are. Having the ad
\antage of the advice of the best experts on the. subject, he is far 
less liable to make a mistake than Senators who are mere laymen 
and have no expert knowledge on making armor plate and what 
it should cost. 

The Senate not only wants to place a limitation on the Secretary, 
but it wants to fix the price absolutely that he shall pay for armor 
plate. The Senate is without expert knowledge. The Secretary of 
theNavyhasat his elbows some of the ablest experts in the world to 
ad vise him upon this question. When he comes to ~nvite bids for 
armor plate, he can call his experts and he can say to them, ''Are 
the bids fair or not? Are they too high?" And if he is advised 
that the price is too high he can and will reject all bids and report 
to Congress. Does anyone believe that the Secretary of the Navy 
would do the Government of the United States any injustice
that he would lend himself to any combine or any trust anymore 
than Senators? It is impossible. 

Mr. President, I think we should trust the executive department 
of the nation. I think we should intrust it with the expenditure 
of the public money. In this instance, since there has been so much 
discussion, I am willing to place a limit on the amount to be paid 
and let the Secretary of the Navy act within his discretion, and if 
he can not get the price thathethinksarmorplate ought to be fur
nished for, stop the building of ships and report to Congress at its 
next session for its action. We can decide then about building 
an armor-plate factory. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire says 
that in every instance the Secretary of the Navy has been obliged 
to pay the price demanded by the armor-plate factories. This 
may be h·ue, but in no instance has the Secretary of the Navy ever 
had the power to pay a certain price or build a factory, as is pro
posed by the House in the proposition brought forward in the 
conference report. Secretary Herbert, when retiring from power 
at the end of Uleveland ·s Administration, recommended precisely 
this proposition. . 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to ask a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I understand the Senator to say that in the 

House proposition a certain price is limited or in the alternative 
we are to build an armor factory? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I much misapprehend the reading of the re

port if the House conference amendment does not leave to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy the price to be paid. 

Mr. ELKINS. A reasonable price. It says a reasonable price, 
or he is to build an armor-plate factory. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator call the price fixed by the 
House any price left to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I would be willing to trust th'e 
Senator from Louisiana to fix a reasonable price upon anything 
in the administration of any office he might hold under the Gov
ernment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am much obliged to the Senator. . 
Mr. ELKINS. I am willing to trust the Secretary of the Navy, 

advised by great experts, as to what price he should pay up to a 
given sum named as a limit. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If I were Secretary of the Navy I would de
cline that imperial crown. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Secretary of the Navy, the executive, can 
not shrink from responsibility. There are $15,000,000 involved in 
this question, I understand. We vote $115,000,000 to the Post
master-General to expend in one year. We place no limit upon 
what he shall pay. We vote to the Secretary of War, to carry 
out a river and harbor act, sixty and seventy million dollars, and 
he is not bound to spend nor does he often spend all of the appro
·priation in any ·given case. He advertises for bids and he takes 
the lowest responsible bidder, and in many cases saves 20 and 
sometimes 30 per cent on the amount appropriated. Now, why 
is it that in this armor-plate question, involving as it does a large 
sum in one way, but not as large as other Departments expend, 
we can not trust ~15,000,000 to the Secretary of the Navy and let 
the responsibility rest upon him? 

You can not administer government without trusting to some
body. ResponsibilUy must fall upon somebody, and if it falls in 
this case upon the Secretary of the Navy, who is an able, honest, 
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and fearless man, as all admit and no one questions it, and ad
vised by a great staff, I think, Mr. President, that the Govern
ment 6f the United States will not be despoiled, robbed, and 
cheated, as some imagine. I am sure it will not be. 

Now, I do not understand all this talk about the great dangers 
of a combine. I do not see the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] in his seat. He thinks that the armor-plate people are 
going to take the Government by the throat, and if they can not 
get the Gornrnment by the throat they must take 75,000,000 peo
ple by the throat. I do not know why the Senator is so appre
hensi ve or fears that po-sibly he may be robbed before he gets 
home after this session by armor-plate people or some trust or 
combine. I do not think the people of the United States are in 
danger of the trusts and combines to the extent that the Senator 
seems to feel. 

We can pay or not pay the price asked by any trust or combine. 
Wa are atentire liberty to pay for armor plate just what we think 
it is worth, and what the officers of the Government think it is 
worth and not one dollar more, and the combine can not force the 
Government, when the discretion rests with the Secretary of the 
Navy to pay a reasonable or a just price, to pay more than this price. 
The armor-plate combine can not oblige the Secretary of the Navy 
to pay more for armor plate than he honestly thinks he should 
pay. All this talk about the combine taking 75,000,000 people by 
the throat and forcing them to give up the public funds is purely 
for campaign purposes, and should have no place in a p•opar ef
fort to dispose of purely a business question upon business princi
ples. 

:Mr. President, the position of the House, as I said before, is pre
cisely the position of ex-Secretary Herbert; and why should it be 
attacked here in the Senate? It is an independent body, entitled 
to the same consider a ti on and respect for its opinion as the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I am willing to leave this matter to t he 
conferees, and I beliern they will bring in a report that will be 
just and one we can sustain. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this discussion has brought out 
the fact that the friends of the trusts and combinations are in the 
saddle. Of all the interesting questions that have been before the 
Senate during the winter respecting our foreign relations and 
other important matters, they have not been of sufficient impor
tance to bring out any remarks from the junior Senator from Ohio 
rMr. HAN:NAJ or the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr, 
ELKINS]. But when we touch one of the great industrial trusts 
that threatens to rob the Government of millions of dollars, and 
an attempt is made to destroy its influence, that moment these 
gentlemen appear upon the floor as the advocates of this great 
octopus and undertake to persuade Senators that the Government 
ought not to engage in the occupation of manufacturing armor 
plate, but should stand np and be rifled at the will of this organ
ization. 

The Senator from Ohio asserts with considerable strength and 
vehemence that he knows all about armor plate. Although he is 
not engaged in manufacturing the kind we want to buy, yet he 
asseverates with great strength that his knowledge of its cost and 
of the profit is accurate and indisputable. I infer that he means 
to imply at least that those of us who disagree with him are mere 

• pigmies in this field of knowledge, and that whatever we may say 
should be whistled down the wind without any attention, while 
the greatest attention and the greatest consideration should be 
given to his assertions. 

The Senator from Ohio will not be able, in my judgment, to 
brush aside with a wave of his hand and a strong assertion the 
history that has been formed within the last few years respecting 
this very interesting subject. 

Mr. Secretary Herbert, of the Navy Department, a few years 
ago made a lengthy report covering a great many pages ·and a 
very careful report on the subject of the frauds in the manufac
ture and sale of armor plate and the cost of armor plate. It was 
not a loosely drawn document . It was carefully prepared by that 
able man after an exhaustive research into all the facts that were 
obtainable at that time. He asserts in that report that armor 
plate, the harveyized plate, can be manufactured and sold to the 
Government ata profit at St92a ton. Againstthi3careful report 
a~d this careful investigation ·by eecretary Herbert we have the 
assertions of the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from West 
Virginia. 

I am rather inclined to believe tbat if the Government could 
not save some money by the erection of an armor pJant, if it were 
a profit-losing r ather t han a profit-making transaction , these pro· 
tests would not come so thick and fierce and fast, and the Govern
me:it would te permitted without any objection to undertake the 
enterprise. 

One of the ar.:rnments used by the Senator from Ohio in sup
port of his position is that somebody has cast some reflection or 
may cast some re.:!.ection upon the honorable Secretary of the 
Navy. I hava never heard a breath of suspicion against that 
eminent man in my life, neither here nor elsewhere, and I do not 

believe there is a Senator in-this Chamber who would so belittle 
himself and so minimize his influence among his associates as to 
assert or imply that there is anything questionable about the hon
esty and capacity of that eminent-officer. 

But, Mr. President, that is not the question. ~hat is not the 
question beforo the Senate. This is a Congressional duty. · It is 
the duty of Congress to legislate, and not the duty of the Secre
tary of the Navy to legislate. It is our duty to authorize the 
construction of vessels and to determine the class of vessels we 
will have constructed. It is our duty to fix the amount of money 
that shall be used in the construction of vessels and, if we see fit, 
to limit the price that shall be paid for \essels and that shall be 
paid for the material that goes into their construction. And ce
cause we do not see fit to abandon this plain, constitutional, im
perative duty and turn it over to an executive officer, where it 
does not properly belong, it does not follow that any imputation 
is placed upon the capacity or character oE that officer. 

But, Mr. President, I am led to believe that the Senator from 
Ohio was not conscious of any charge that had been made against 
this officer, or any imputation against him, but that this argument 
was used as a mere specious sort of argument to whip into line 
those who might be reluctant otherwise to turn over this far
reaching and dangerous power to him. 

The Senator from West Virginia, of course, follows in the wake 
of the Ssnator from Ohio. He, too, knows all about the price of 
armor p~ate. The Senators seem to think that no other person, 
however skilled he may l;e in reading or investigating facts, can 
know anything abont this particularly interesting subject but 
themselves. Great is knowledge, Mr. Pres~dent, and great is the 
man who possesses a monopoly of it. 

But the Senator from West Virginia could not restrain his de
sire to run into party politics. Directing his attention to this side 
of the Chamber, and to a few of us who are Populists and not 
Republicans or Democrats, he said he saw a few days ago that 
the Popullsts in my State had put in their platform something 
about the Government ownership of railroads. Mr. -President, 
the Populists of my State- have not met in State convention thus 
far. · So the Senator was either mistaken about the State in which 
he saw this doctrine announced, or he bad been reading the plat
form which was adopted by the national .Populist convention nine 
years ago. 

Indeed, the Senator from West Virginia spoke as though he 
thought this was a novel doctrine. I have no doubt he was en
tirely honest, and entirely ignorant, too, of the fact that 85 per 
cent of the nations own and operate their own railroads and 
have done so since railroads came into existence. The United 
States and England, to which he referred as an example 'for us to 
follow, are the only two nations upon the face of the globe where 
the railroads are owned and operated exclusively by private indi
viduals or private corporations. Yet I have no doubt the Senator 
from West Virginia, in the fullness of his knowledge, has never 
discovered that fact. 

So it is not a new thing, Mr. President. The State of Georgia 
built and owns and operates a railroad, unless she sold it recently. 
Railroads were built in the State of Michigan and owned and 
operated by that State, and in half a dozen other States of the 
Union; and that, too, Mr. President, long before the Senator from 
Ohio or the Senator from West Virginia or myself opened our 
eyes to the light of the world. It is not a very novel doctrine. 
This Government owns a ship canal. It owns canals of different 
kinds and properties that are used as semiprivate property. 
There is nothing new or startling in this doctrine, except that the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from West Virginia would 
have the Government stand and deliver to these private organiza
tions whenever they see fit to demq,nd revenues at our hands. 

I will not be unkind enough to say or to intimate that the 
Carnegie Steel Company and the Bethlehem Works have made 
and intend to make the political armor of the Republican party in 
politics by their contributions. I leave that question to the fu
tur~. ·.Therefore, ther_e is some ~nteres.t, of course, in protecting 
their r1ghts or protectmg them m therr demands upon this Gov
ernment. 

Mr. President, it is idle to say, it would be a foolish thing to 
say before children 10 years of age, not to mention men of large 
experience in the world, that this Government, with all its re
sources, can not bnild acd operate an armor p~ant and build 
armor plate more cheaply than any private institution. I ask the 
Senator from Ohio if we do not to-day manufacture the best ·parts 
of our cannon, whether for use on land or on sea, at our navy.: 
yards? 
· Mr. HANN A. I will answer that question if the Senator will 
allow me. 

Mr. ~.\LLEN. Certainly. 
Mr. HANNA. All the United States Government do in the 

manufacture of cannon is to put the steel together, which is man
ufactured at Bethlehem for them at an expense of about $700 a 
ton. 
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Mr. ALLEN. We manufacture at Government expense and 
under Government direction the very best armament for naval or 
land defenses that is manufactured upon the face of the eart~. 

l\1r. HANNA. No; we only finish it. 
1\Ir. ALLEN. If we can finish it, Mr. President, we can begin 

at the beginning and make it and finish it, too; and it is idle to 
assert to the contrary and expect any body to believe the assertion. 

Mr. President, I am not here to talk politics; I am not here to 
criticise any public officer in the discharge of his duty; I am not 
here to question the good faith of any man; but I am here toques
tion the good faith of the Carnegie steel works and the Bethle
hem works when they come here through their agents and friends 
and protest against the Government entering upon the manufac
ture of armor plate such as we must have for the use of the Gcv
el'I1ment, and thus we will avoid these frauds and scandals and 
we will avoid these exorbitant prices. If the Government can not 
manufacture these things as cheaply as can these corporations, 
they ought to be willing that we test the question. Ayearor two 
years will demonstrate the fact; and then we shall know whether 
we can do the work successfully or not, or whether we must turn 
the business over to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to thereport of the conference committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not ca1·e to delay the Sen
ate any length of time in the discussion of this question, but after 
what has been said here I am disposed to express my opinion 
about this case. 

As usual. those of us who do not agree with certain members 
of this body or certain people in the country are charged with 
some ulterior purpose. We are now, because we are not willing 
that the Government should pay an unreasonable sum for armor 
plate, charged with a desire to prevent the increase of the NaYy. 
Why, Mr. President, long before the Senator from Ohio came 
into this Senate, or, so far as I know, had any influence in political 
or public affairs, I stood here advocating the increase of the Navy. 
There never has been such a bill proposed here that I did not vote 
for if it contained a provision for an increase of the Navy, nor 
such an amendment proposed which I did not support with my 
voice as well as my vote. 

But, Mr. President, this is now the new method: If you do not 
agree with the Administration of public affairs as now carried on 
you are either guilty of treas.on or of some other crime; if you do not 
quite subscribe to the imperialistic ideas which are now abroad, 
you are guilty of treason; and if you are not willing the Govern
ment shall be robbed-I repeat the term, though it is objection
able to the Senator from West Virginia, and probably to the Sen
ator from Ohio-if you are not willing the Government shall be 
robbed by the armor-plate combine, then, of course, you are 
against the Navy. 

I said-and I repeat it-I would rather the Navy would stand 
still for the next five years, while we were building an armor plant, 
than that the Government should submit to be held up by these 
combines. If I thought the Government would suffer seriously, I 
should not be willing that should be done; but I believe, in the 
condition of the world's affairs, we can safely suspend operations 
for a time. 

l\Ir. President, I am not frightened by the declaration made by 
the Senator from Ohio that we can not build an armor plant in 
five years. I never engaged in the business of making iron; I do 
not pretend to any special knowledge of it; but I do know that 
Carnegie, not taking hia old plant, as the Senator said, but begin
ning from the ground up, made an entire plant for armor plate 
and bad it in full operation inside of a year. l\Ir. Carnegie may 
do some things that the Government of the United States can not 
do, but when it comes to an enterprise of that kind there is no 
private concern that can beat the Government if the Government 
is in proper hands. If it takes five years to build an armor plant 
in this country, it will be because those who are in charge of the 
executive department of the Government want to give these com
bines five years more to make us pay extortionate sums for armor 
plate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please susP-end 
for a moment. It is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen
ate the unfinished business which is the bill {S. 2355) in relation 
to the suppression of in.surrection in, and to the government of, 
the Philippine Islands, ceded by Spain to the United Stat€s by 
the treaty concluded atParis on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

l\fr. LODGE. I ask that the unfinished business maybe tempo
r arily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there is another thing as to 
which I have some complaint. When we decline to put into the 
hands of an exexcutive officer power that we think he ought not 
t o exercise, it is no reflection upon him, although the Senator 
from Connecticut seemed to think that it was some reflection upon 
the Secretary of the Navy because we were not willing to g1:ant 

him unlimited power. Our whole Government goes upon the 
theory that we do not grant unlimited power to our executive. 
Why did the fathers of the Constitution provide that we should 
in making appropriations determine what the public money should 
be used for? It was not been.use they were afraid that the ex
ecutive department of the Government would steal the money, 
but because the executive department does not represent the 
people as does the legislative department. It is inconsistentwi.th 
a republic that they should, Mr. President. The executive de
partment is to execute the law which the legislative department 
has registered. 

In these modern days, Mr. President, the legislative department 
of the Government is being sunk into insignificance and the exec
utive department elevated. That is the tendency. I know that 
was the tendency under a late Adminish·ation presided over by a 
Dem@crat; and that is the tendency intensified under this Admin
istration. Every time we say we would like to restrict the power 
of the Executive, then we are charged with abuse or with criti
cism or with suggesting that the Secretary of the Navy may steal 
or that the President may commit some crime. 

Mr. President, that does notfr:ighten me. I believe in the checks 
and balances that the fathers of the Constitution, the originators 
of this system of government of ours, put upon affairs in this 
country. It is not onr place to turn over to the Secretary of the 
Navy and make hinf take the responsibility which belongs here. 
The Senator from New Hampshire spoke of that as a cowa!'dly 
performance; and so I think I shall be justified in saying that it 
seems to me to be a cowardly performance. When we say, " It is 
a difficult question," the reply is, "You have got to meet these great 
combines; they will be heard in the next election; and we think 
perhaps on the whole you had better turn this over and let the 
Secretary of the Navy wrestle with it; he is but one man, and we 
will escape the responsibility." I do not propose to do it. I be
lieve it is the duty of this Congress to fix the price we are willing 
to pay for armor plate, and I am willing, so far as I can, to take 
the responsibility in that matter. 

The Senator from West Virginia seemed to think that the terms 
"taking the Government by the throat" and "taking the people 
by the throat" were terms not to be used in this body. Mr. Pres
ident, if there ever was in the history of this country a case where 
the Government of the United States has been taken by the throat 
by corporate power it is in this case of armor plate. 

Why have we not built an armor-plate plant, Mr. President? Is 
it not because these corporations have taken the legislative branch, 
as well as the executive branch, practically, by the throat? It is 
becam~e they have made the legislative department feel that it is 
not safe to take this step and interfere with their opportunities 
of compelling the Government to pay an extortionate price. The 
Senator from Ohio says that he knows that the price is not extor
tionate. I prefer to rely upon the committee of this Senate and 
the committee of the House of Representatives, which looked into 
thisaffair,when there was at the head of the Navy Department-

.Mr. HANN A. May I ask the Senator a question at that point? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. . 
Mr. HANNA. I should like to know when that investigation 

was made by that committee? 
Mr. TELLER. It was made a few years ago. 
Mr. HANNA. How many years ago? 
Mr. TELLER. Four or five years ago, I think. I do not re· 

member precisely. 
Mr. HANNA. Is the Senator aware of the marked change of 

conditions since that time? 
Mr. TELLER. I am. I understand it. 
An investigation was made when there was at the head of the 

Navy Department a man whose character was equal to that of 
the present Secretary. There is no question about that. 

Mr. HANNA. I am not speaking about the character of men. 
~fr. TELLER. I will come to the point the Senator wants me 

to come to. I will tell him why, perhaps, there is a difference in 
condition8, and particularly why prices are up. But, Mr. Presi
dent, after careful consideration and a nonpartisan consideration, 
the committee declared that for 8300 or less per ton armor plate 
could be made at a pro.fit; and they were buttressed and supported 
by the fact that these concerns were selling armor plate to foreign 
powers and carrying it across the sea, with freight paid, and san
ing it at $50 or $li0 a ton less than $300. I suppose the Senator 
wants the country to believe that these armor companies were 
carrying plate to Russia and selling it at a. loss. Nobody believes 
that, not even the Senator from Ohio. 

There are other conditions. Not only is the Democratic party 
not in power, but there are other conditions to which the Senator 
wants to attract my attention; and that is that prices have risen, 
he says, 25 per cent. So prices have risen in this country. I do 
not know, but I will venture t!J.e assertion that they will fall 25 
per cent in the course of the next year. Why did prices rise? 
Because of the combination of the great industrial concerns of 
this country who manufacture iron and steel. When one man 
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fixed the price or any number of men have congregated together 
and fixed the price of iron and steel, the price rose. When there 
was no longer that guardian of trade and commerce-competi
tion-when these combinations determined what the output should 
be, and when they determined what the price should be, then 
prices went up. 

The price of iron and steel went up, Mr. President, not on a just 
and righteous demand. One day we were notified that cut nails 
had gone up 65 cents a hundred, because the trust had fixed upon 
them an additional price. Within thirty days they added 15 cents 
more on the hundred pounds. Here were 65 cents and 15 cents 
more added, making 80 cents on a. hundred pounds. Cut nails, 
which had been sold in the community in which I live at re
tail for 82 a keg, went to $8 a keg. Does anybody believe that 
it cost any more to make those nails when they sold for $8 a 
keg than when they sold for $2? If they did, it was because 
there was some fault in the method of making nails, for they had 
not increased the pay of labor to any considerable extent in those 
concerns, certainly not to an extent which would justify an in
crease of 5 per cent. 

Mr. HANNA. If the Senator will allow me, I will state to him 
that it is a fact that those concerns advanced the wages of their 
men 30 per cent. 

.Mr. TELLER. They advanced the wages of the men over what 
they had paid them in the great panic. When the panic came they 
put the wages down, and when the panic was over they put them 
up. It cost as much in labor to make nails that were sold at 51.90 
a keg as it cost when they sent them out at $6 and 87 a keg, and 
when they compelled every retail dealer in the United States to 
sell thefr product at the figure they fixed which they had done all 
over the country; and what is true of nails is true of iron gener
ally. 

I know there is a different condition, and I know if the Govern
ment of the United States goes into the manufacture of armor 
plates they have got to pay an additional price for them, or they 
have got to buy the pig iron or steel, or they have got to go to 
work in the ground and manufacture it from the crude ore-one 
or the other. 

Mr. President, I do not like to engage in any political discus
sion here. I think I have been as clear of that as anybody. I 
have said very little about politics in the last year or two, and I 
do not intend to say very much upon that subject now; but when 
the chief representative of the Republican party in the United 
States on this floor-and I speak advisedly when I say that-comes 
here and defends what has been said by many of his own polit
ical friends here was a robbery, I, think I am justified in saying 
that the Republican party expect to repeat in 1900 what they did 
in 1896, when they made an assessmElnt upon every manufactur
ing concern in the United States to sustain their candidate. 

l\fr. HANN A. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
1'-Ir. TELLER. Yes. 
Mr. HANNA. I want to deny any such insinuation or state

ment as that, for it is not true. 
Mr. TELLER. I knew, of course, that the Senator would dis

pute it. Perhaps one can not say technically that it was an assess
ment. Of course there was no power in the national Republican 
committee to make such an assessment; but I do say, Mr. Presi
dent, that there was not a national bank in the United States, not 
one, not even in my own State, that did not receive a demand for 
a contribution to the Republican campaign fund. 

Mr. HANNA. Allow me to answer that. 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. . 
Mr. HANNA. The First National Bank of Denver, Colo., was 

the recipient of all the contributions; the president of that bank 
was the solicitor-general of the contributions that were made in 
Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. For whom? 
Mr. HANN A. For the Democratic party. 
Mr. TELLER. I understand that, but the amount raised was 

inconsequential. 
Mr. HANNA. A few hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. TELLER. No, sir; it was not $200,000. I myself know 

every dollar that went through that bank. 
Mr. HANNA. So do I. 
Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator knows that $200,000 never 

went through it. He knows that $100,000 never went through it. 
Mr. HANNA. I know there was over $100,000. 
Mr. TELLER. No, sir; there was not over $100,000. I know 

as much about that as the Senator can know, and a great deal 
more. 

Mr. HANN A. I have authority for the statement. 
Mr. TELLER. I repeat that demands were made upon bank 

after bank in my State, as well a,s in the State of Illinois and other 
States, as I have been told by their officers. Of course you can 
not say that technically they were aEsessments. I repeat. there 
was not a. great concern in the United States that was producing 
articles for sale but what was called upon by that.committee for 

contributions; and they generally got them, and generally got 
them from the banks, and I suppose that will be done again. That 
may account for some of the interest in these people who are 
making armor plate and who fix the price. 

The other day when we were discussing the question it was said 
here that one of these great manufacturers, ''Mr. Carnegie, is a 
Bryan man; he is supporting Bryan." I challenged that state
ment, Mr. President. I do not believe that he had ever said at any 
time that he was going to support Mr. Bryan. If he had, he made 
it very clear when be reached the other side of the water in a pub
lic interview, which was telegraphed all over the world, that he 
was against Bryan and was for McKinley. I do not suppose that 
had anything to do with this armor-plate matter. I am not 
going to make such a claim, because Mr. Carneisie was support
ing Mr. McKinley in 1896. I do not know that ·he ever made the 
utterances indicated, that he was not going to support Mr. Mc
Kinley in 1900; but I know more than that. I know that the 
class of men to which he belongs felt it to be to the1r interest t o 
elect McKinley in 1896, and they feel that it is to their interest to 
reelect him in 1900. It may be that it is; but I do not believe it 
is if they are honestly producin!! articles and expect to submit to 
the legitimate rules of commerce and trade. 

I did not mean to say all this, Mr. President-not but what it 
is true, and there is a great deal more that might be said. A fair" 
statement of the condition of the campaign in 1896, and a full 
knowlecfge by the American people of the methods and means 
used, would, I think, upset this Administration in an hour, if 
there was a method to uprnt it here such as they have in Great 
Britain. 

Mr. President, on this c:mference report I do not ca1·e about 
spealing of the inconsistencies of this Administration, then or 
now; but I want· to enter my protest, so far as I am concerned, 
against this matter even having a suggestion of politics in it. I 
believe we can build an armor-plate plant and that we can put it 
in full opN·ation and can be making plates inside of fifteen months. 
If we can not do it now, I propose that we shall wait six months 
longer or a year longer. 

I want to say another thing. I think the provision that came 
here originally from the House was a very much better proposi
tion for us than the propo!3ition that is now being insisted upon 
by the House. Let us stop and "Quy arm.01: plate and submit to 
the extortion that may be necessary for the three ships that are 
now ready for the armor plate to be put on them. The others, 
which are not ready, can wait, whether we build an armor plant 
or whether we do not. If we come here next winter and find that 
the Secretary of the Navy has been compelled to pay an extor
tionate sum-I am speaking now upon the theory that the House 
will not consent t-0 building an armor plant now-we can build it 
then. ' 

But I object to allowing the Secretary of the Navy authority to 
buy armor plate for all these ships-those ordered in this bill and 
those that are in the course of construction-and not place any limit 
or restriction whatever upon him, authorizing or requiring him 
to buy, and then coming here next winter and finding fault, per
haps, with the exercise of discretion on his part. Let us deter
mine what we will do in the matter, or else say to the Secretary, 
" Buy armor plate only for the three ships that are now needing 
it, and wait until we get ready to put the armor plate upon the 
other ships, which we will not be ready to do for the next year 
or two." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Maine 
please state what is the motion made by him? 

Mr. HALE. The first motion is that the report of the confer
ence committee be accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
to accept the report of the conference committee. 

The motion was agreed to. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Maine 

state his next proposition? 
Mr. HALE. The next proposition is that the Senate insist on 

its amendment, which is a distinctive proposition, and disagree to 
the amendment of the House thereto, and ask for a further con
ference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senat.or ask for the yeas and nays on the 
entire proposition? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed the Senator would move to ad
here to the Senate amendment and disagree to the House amend
ment. That is what I want the.yeas and nays upon. 

Mr. FORA.KER. The proposition on which the yeas and nays 
are now called for, as I understand, covers a!.1 three points of dif
ference; that is, it covers the question as to the course of instruc
tion of the naval cadets-that is, the two years' course at sea before 
a cadet can be commissioned-

Mr. HALE. It includes all of those. 
Mr. FORAKER. I would ask that that might be omitted, ~or 
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I do not want that we shall insist upon a six years' course at the 
Na val Academy. I should like to have that omitted; but if there 
is no way to separate it, of course we must deal with the entire 
question. 

llr. HALE. Of course there is no way to separate these ques
tions. I will make the motions in detail, and will first move that 
the Senate insist on its amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion now made is that 
the Senate insist-

Mr. FOR.AKER. Can we not have a vote upon the amendments 
separately? I do not understand why we can not take a separate 
vote on each one of these amendments about which there is a dif
ference between the Houses. 

I do not want tQ instruct the conferees to insist upon the three 
amendments, two of which I favor and to one of which I am op
posed, if I ran avoid it. The result may be the same, and I sup
pose it will be; but I do not want to be put into the attitude of 
voting against my own view on two of these matters. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate was very strong upon that matter 
after full discussion and it was decided by a vote of more than 
two to one. · 

Mr. FOR.AKER. That is true. 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think it will help now to take 

another vote on that question? · 
Mr. FORAKER. · I say I do not want to be put in the attitude 

of having to yield the opinion I have on the extension of the 
course at the Naval Academy. · 

Mr. HALE. But we have to do such things every day. 
Mr. FORAKER. I suppose so. . 
Mr. HAL.E. Let the vote be taken on the motion that the Senate 

insist on its amendments, and then I shall be ready for a vote on 
disagreeing to the House amendment, on which the yeas -and nays 
can be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the Senate insist on its amendments to the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is there t-0 be a motion to reject the House 
amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I have stated that I will make that motion. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is the question I want the yeas and 

nays upon. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator can have the yeas and nays after

wards. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 

the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I move that the Senate dis

agree to the House amendment to the amendment of the Senate, 
and upon that Senators desire that the yeas and nays be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the Sepate disagree to the amendment of the House of Rep
resentatives made to the amendment of the Senate, and upon that 
motion the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has 
demanded the yeas and yeas. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. · 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not know that I par

ticularly care to discuss this question at this time; but it seems to 
me entirely appropriate, under the circumstances! that w"' should 
rehearse that which has been often stated-the admitted facts in 
this connection. In the first place, it has been admitted time and 
again that the two existing armor-plate factories in this country 
were built out of the profits of armor plate which they furnished 
the United States; it has been admitted that these two factories 
are in collusion; that there is no competition between them, but 
that they divide the quantity of armor plate furnished; that they 
divide the profits, agreeing in advance upon the prices they will 
charge the Government. It has been admitted that these armor
plate factories sold armor plate in Europe for 5250 a ton in 1895. 

Now. these are the admitted facts. In the face of these facts-
Mr. HANNA. I should like to ask the Senator a question for 

information. Does he know how much the Russian Government 
is paying the United States manufacturers for Krupp armor? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know. Neither do I care what 
they are paying. They paid in 1895 $250 a ton. 

Mr. HANNA. I will ten the Senator that they are paying $565 
a ton. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Within a. week it has been stated upon 
this floor and admitted that every armor-plate factory in the 
world is in a combination to rob the governments to which they 
furnish plate. So the Russian· Government, according to the 
statement of the Senator from Ohio, is to-day paying $545 a ton, 
that being the international price, or $300 a ton more than the 
price at which our manufacturers furnished it to them before the 
combination was made. 

In the face of these facts how can we refuse to build an armor
plate factory? What argument can be presented? Who disputes 
the facts? No one. We are told about the difficulty of getting 
experts. If we build an armor-plate factory there will be no other 

customer but the Government, and we will have command, at 
reasonable wages, at our own prices, of every armor-plate expert 
in the United States. If we build a plant and make our own 
armor, the factories having no other customer, will have no use 
for the armor-plate experts, and we can employ them. Why is it 
that we are now asked to recede? Why is it we are asked to 
adopt the House amendment? Is it because we believe if we leave 
it to the Secretary of the Navy we will get armor plate for less 
than $445 a ton? 

1.Ir. HALE. The Senator understands that the committee does 
not ask the Senate to recede, but asks it to insist and not to agree. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand; but what called forth the 
speeches from the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from West 
Virginia except to make preparation for the Senate to recede? 
Do you think those gentlemen advocated it because they thought 
the Secretary of the Navy would get a less price than $445 a ton? 
No. They certainly advocated it because they believed they 
would get a higher price. · 

Mr. HANNA. How does the Senator know? 
. Mr. PETTIGREW. I know because I learn something from 

observation and experience. I know because in 1892 the Repub
lican party collected from the Cramp Company and from Cramp 
$400,000 in cash to make their campaign, on the promise that he 
should recoup the money out of the ships he was to build. Of 
course if the Secretary of the Navy lets the contract and we pay 
$545 instead of $445 a ton on 35,000 tons the difference is three 
millions and a half, and the contributions, instead of being 
$400,000, can run into the million. 
·- No wonder, then, that the men who collected the funds for the 
campaign of 1896 stand upon this floor and champion this, because 
it will be easier to secure the contributions; this is the source. 

Yet we are charged withdelayfagtheconstructj.onof the Navy. 
Have we not advocated-those of us who objected to this com bi· 
i;iation price, to this hold-up of the Government of the United 
States-from the beginning of this controversy the construction 
of an armor-plate factory? Is not that proof conclusive that we 
are not trying to prevent the building of a navy, and rather that 
we were trying to prevent a combination from plundering the 
Treasury? Suppose we had begun the construction of the plant 
four years ago, when this controversy first commenced? It would 
have been completed long ago, and the armor-plate controversy 
would have been eliminated from our politics. But it was not 
the purpose of those who could gain contributions from this com
bination to have tl:}.e controversy eliminated. So long as they can 
continue this policy just so long can they get the funds-just so 
long can they secure the contributions. 

I think the conferees ought to be instructed by this body to 
agree to nothing but the immediate construction of an armor
plate ·plant. Let us pay what we have to pay for the plates we 
must get before we construct a plant, and let us make the appro
priation necessary to construct and makeitat once. There ought 
to be no compromise upon any other foundation. If we start now, 
within one year we will have the plant, and in my opinion it will 
not cost half the profit that we will be compe1led to pay upon the 
present needs of the Government, even at $445 a ton. 

It is said that experts only shall be allowed to testify or to ex
press an opinion upon this subject; but a man who is not an 
expert, a man who has not been engaged in the manufacture of 
steel or of steals, a man who has not made wire nails or wire, a 
man who is not engaged in the production of iron, can weigh evi
dence; and when the testimony comes to us from our own Navy 
Department that the plates can be made at a cost of $200 a ton, 
when our manufacturers, who are now holding us up, have sold 
the plate to European governments at $250 a ton~ it seems to me 
we have a right to pass judgment upon this evidence, and there is 
no occasion for our deferring our judgment to the men who have 
been engaged in the steal industry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on disagreeing 
to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not understand the parliamentary situa
tion here. The Senate has voted to insist on its amendments to 
this bill and to return it to the conferees. 

Mr. HAL& No. Following that I moved that the Senate dis
agree to the House amendment to our amendment, and that is 
the question which is now before the Senate, and upon it the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr • .MORGAN. Notwithstanding that the Senate has agreed 
and has voted to insist on its amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. MORGAN. And refers the subject back to the conferees, 

so far as our vote is concerned. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Not yet. 
Mr. HALE. That has not been done. 
Mr. MORGAN. That is the necessary effect. 
Mr. HALE. It is when we complete the proceeding. When 

we disagree to their amendment and accede to the request for a 
further conference, then it goes to the conferees. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I have never before heard of the Senate taking 

up a House amendment or a House proposed amendment and dis
agreeing to it. I understand the proper procedure to be this-

Mr. HALE. I do not think it is customary, but undoubtedly it 
can be done. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not customary, and it is not parliamen
tary, in my judgment-a poor one, I confess; but at the same time 
I think I understand it to my own satisfaction. The proper pro
ceeding in this case has been accomplished-that is to s::i.y, we in
sisted upon the amendments of the Senate, and the next motion 
would be to refer it back to the committee. The effect of the 
motion as it is now presented to the Senate, to disagree to the 
House amendment, is simply an adherence to what the Senate 
has done. In the parliamentary usage in re;sard to matters of 
this kind there is first a conference, a free conference, and after 
the report comes in, if the Senate im,ists upon its amendment, it 
is sent back for full and free conference. If the two Houses still 
disagree and the matter comes before the Senate, we can either 
further insist or we can adhere. 

If we vote to adhere to our amendment, that loses the bill, un
less the House concurs in our amendment. That is all of it. That 
is the true parliamentary situation. We have got the two motions 
mixed here, the effect of one of which is to adhere and the other 
to insist. 

·Mr. HALE. By no means, if the Senator will allow me. The 
motion to adhere is a formal, specific, well-recognized, and con
clusive motion. It ends the matter. It puts a stop to the confer
ence. There is no further conference where either body votes to 
adhere. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have so stated. 
Mr. HALE. N ~thing of that kind is done. Only the motion 

which is customary, to insist on the Senate amendment and to 
disagree to the House amendment thereto, has been divided, and 
at Senators' request it is madein two motions. But it has no such 
effect as the Senator apprehends, of putting a stop to the confer
ence or the effect of passing a vote to adhere. It goes back to the 
conference at once, and the other side sees what the feeling of the 
Eenate is with regard to their amendment. It seemed to me, when 
the suggestion was made that the motion should be divided, that 
it was a fair suggestion; that it was parliamentary, because it 
did not take away any rights; and it does not in any way foreclose, 
I can assure the Senator, a further conference. It has no such 
effect, and I think the Chair would so rule upon it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine confesses that it is 
rather a novel proceeding. 

Mr. HALE. I have said I do not think it is customary. . 
M.r. MQRGAN. Ido not think the Se~ator ever heard of it be-

fore. 
Mr. HALE. I do not know that it has been done before. 
Mr. MORGAN. I do not think he did. 
:Mr. HALE. I do not know that it has been done before, and yet 

I see no objection to it. · 
Mr. MORGAN. I do not think anybody else ever heard of it. 

If we get through this proceeding to·day, if this proposition is 
passed in the affirmative, we shall notify the House that we ad
here to our amendment and therefore adhere to our disagreement 
to the amendment of the House, and that will be the effect of it. 
So we are proceeding-I am not objecting to it-in a way that 
will kill this bill unless the House recedes from its amendment to 
our amendment. The bill will go by the board. 

Mr. ALLISON. · Although I am not familiar with the rule, I 
think the parliamentary situation as respects this bill is this: We 
have now voted to insist upon our amendments in dispute, but 
we have not yet dealt with the House amendments to our amend
ments. Unless we take some action in respect to those amend
ments, the conferees will not have the whole subject-matter before 
them. Although, as the Senator from Maine says, it is not the 
usual proceeding, it is a necessary proceeding; and whenever it 
has been necessary, it has been pass~d upon by the Senate, but 
usually in one motion. I have made several motions of this char
acter, when the House has amended an amendment of the Senate, 
and I have always asked that it be put in the form of insisting 
upon the Senate amendment and disagreeing to the House amend
ment. 

Mr. HALE. One motion. 
.Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it has usually gone in one motion. I 

would myself very much ham preferred that the motion should 
have been taken as a whole, because for myself I should be glad to 
concur in one of the amendments we are now voting to disag1.-ee 
to. That is the amendment relating to the surveys. I do not be
lieve we should settle that question on an appropriation bill in 
this fonn. But inasmuch as the vote is to be taken upon both 
amendments, I.am 'villing in a profo1·ma way, to vote upon them 
as a clisagrtement, ex.pressing my own views. So I do not think 
at all, if the Senator from Alabama will allow me, that the par
liamentary situation is in the sligh.test degree changed by a yea-

and-nay vote upon th9 proposition ·of disagreeing to the House 
amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President-
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 

to say a word? 
Mr. MORGAN. In insisting upon the amendment of the Sen

ate, as we have done by a vote, we disagree to their amendment. 
The bill came over here. It originated there. The Senate 
amended it, and it bas gone back, and the House ilas amended 
not only our amendment, but their own bill at the same time. 
In insisting upon our amendment, we disagree to the House amend
ment. That is clear and plain. That is the necessary effect. 

Mr. HALE. The form is always the other way. We deal with 
both: first insisting upon our own amendments and disagreeing 
to their amendments thereto; but it has always been, as the Sen· 
ator from Iowa says, put in one motion. We always incorporate 
the two. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to say a word, 
as I called for the yeas and nays? · 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I called for the yeas and nays simply in 

order to get an expression of the Senate to guide the conferees. 
The point I wanted the expression on was whether the Senate 
would be ·willing to give unlimited discretion to the Secretary of 
the Navy to make a price for armor. I should have been content 
to call the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator as one mo
tion-a motion to insist upon the Senate amendment and to disa
gree to the House amendment to the Senate amendment-but the 
Senator from Maine suggested that it could be divided. There
fore I yielded to him. I will be perfectly satisfied, if that will suit 
the Senator from Alabama any better, to have the yeas and nays 
taken on the motion to insist upon the Senate ·amendment and 
disagree to the House amendment to that amendment. That will 
be only one motion. We can ·have the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. MORGAN. _ Mr. President, I am not making any technical 
question about it at all. - I merely wanted to state that in my 
opinion, and that is the view on which I shall give my vote on it, 
when we now, after insisting upon our own amendment, by a vote 
go further and say we disagree to the amendment of the House to 
the amendment of the Senate,• it is an adherence, and that that 
ends the bill. And so I shall vote. 

One other matter. I am not prepared to vote intelligently on 
this subject without asking some questions from the chairman of 
the committee, which I do in perfect sincerity andin order to get 
from that enlightened and proper source of knowledge certain 
facts about this business. I will ask the chairman ot' the com
mittee what is now the cost per ton of steel for armor plate? 

Mr. HALE. At what stage of manufacture? 
Mr. MORGAN. Steel; steel ingots, of course. 
Mr. HALE. Steel ingots? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
Mr. HALE. I can not tell the Senator. 
Mr. MORGAN. He can not state it? 
Mr. HALE. It is very small; I suppose about a cent and a half 

a pound; something like that. 
Mr. MORGAN. About thirty-seven and a half dollars a ton? 
Mr. HALE. A cent and three·quarters per pound. 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
Mr. HALE. I do not know; I can not tell exactly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Thatwonld beafteryouhadadded the nickel. 

The crude steel, ordinary steel, Bessemer steel, could hardly be 
worth anything like that. That would be after yon had added 
nickel. You would have to add nickel to make it 537 a ton. 

Mr. MORGAN. The next question I desire information on is 
this: What is the cost per ton of the nickel or chrome or other 
foreign material that is used in the Harvey process and also in the 
Krupp process? 

Mr. HALE. In the Krupp process I think they claim it is some-
thing more than $20. 

Mr. MORGAN. How about the Harvey process? 
Mr. HALE. I do not know. 
Mr.MO~GAN. TheSem.tor_d?esnotknow. Inmakingarmor 

plate at this date I understand Jt 1s not considered safe to make it 
unless you use the Harvey process and also the Kruop process or · 
one or the other, the Krupp process being probably preferable. I 
understand that is true . 

Mr. HALE. It is claimed that the Krupp process, of course 
hardens it more-hardens it deeper. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
Mr. HALE. It carries the hardening process farther into the 

plate. 
Mr. BUTLER. But at the sa.me time the Senator should state 

that the weight of the sheet of armor by the Krupp process is less 
than the weight by the Harvey process, they claim, antl a thinner 
sheet will have the same resistance. 

Mr. HALE. The last statement is true. 
Mr. BUTLER. Therefore the difference in weight would make 
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up the difference in extra. cost, as they claim, because for a hun- ! the purpose of making the steel, and then we harreyize and 
dred dollars you get more pounds. kruppize them and we put om other material into them according 

Mr. !ORGAN. The next question I wish to ask the Senator is to the scientific requirements of the occasion we will have no 
this: What is the royalty on the Harvey process? greater difficulty in executing that matter t.han we have had in 

Mr. H-4..LE. That has been disputed. It is half a cent a pound. this gun factory. 
Mr. MORGAN. Half a cent a pound? It is exactly a parallel case. We have there the object lesson 
Mr. HALE. Yes; about $11 per ton. by which we can measure all of our dangers and all of our 
Mr. MORGAN. Eleven dollars per ton. What is the royalty responsibilities and also the Yast amount of profits saved to the 

on the Krupp process? Treasury of the United States against this combination. That is 
1\Ir. HALE. It is claimed to be from forty-five to fifty dollars. all I desire to s::i.y about it. 
Mr. MORGAN. We have now got all the material that goes Mr. HALE. Iamentirelywilling,ifthepointoforderfroubles 

into armor plate. We have everythh1g but the labor, the skill, the Senator from Alabama, to have the Senate reconsider the vote 
the special information of persons who are supposed to be wiser by which it insisted on its amendments, and then have the vote 
than all the balance of the world in the manufacture of armor on the whole proposition, which we can clearly do. 
plate. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 

The object of my qnestions is to justify the statement made in make that request? 
1897 in the report of the Hon. Hilary A. Herbert, then Secretary Mr. HALE. Yes. 
of the Navy. Mr. Her~rt, as I~ proud tc~say, isa.nfti.abami_an Th~ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
and OJ?e of great reputation fo~· h1s C?nserv~tism and his mtegnty unammous consent that the vote by which the Senate further in
and his good sense and practical wisdom rn the conduct of tho sisted upon its amendments may be reconsidered. Is there objec
Navy Department. He made a report here, a very excellent one, tion? The Chair hearsnone. Nowth9SenatorfromMainerenews 
in which he adopted the highest figures that had been submitt.ed his motion that the cenate insist upon its amendments and disa
to him by experts, persons of full knowledge on the subject in gree to the House amendments to the amendments of the Senate 
regard to this same matter about which I have been asking the l\fr. HALE. That is right. • 
chairman of. the com_mittee some questions. You ha_ve h~ard The P_RESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
what the chairman said. Now, Mr. Herbert says, quotmg from the motion of the Senator from Maine. 
the Rohrer board, which examined into this subject: . Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The items constituting the heads_ under which the calculations of t.ho The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Rohre~ bo~r~ were made are summarized as follows: Mr. PENROSE. 1\Ir. President, I should like to say one word 
lllaterialsmrngoL .........• _____________________________________________ $30.13 I before the question is put. I intend to vote with the chairman of 

Mr. BUTLER. A ton? the Committee on Naval Affairs in this matter. I do so not that 
Mr. MORGAN. A ton: I have any sympathy with the attitude taken by many Senators 

Materials in ingot·-·-·-----·-·--·----·--······---····--------------------· $00.13 upon this question to-day in their disagreement vrith the House, 
Materials consumed in manufacture.----------·---·--------·-··-----·--· 56. 75 but in the sincere hope that another conference may bring about 
Labor .. _ ... ·---------·----···-·-·-·----·-------------·-----·----·--·-·-----· 43·50 a practical, businesslike, sensible adjustment of this most impor-
Keeping plant ready for use---·----···----·--·-···-·---·--·-·--·--------- 9.80 t t d 1. d · 
Shop expenses_······--------·--·-·-····-·-·----·----·-·---··-·····-------- 2.38 an an most comp icate question. I therefore shall vote with 
Office expenses and contingencies .... --·-··--··-·-------··----···........ 3. 34 him, not as any evidence of my conviction upon the question, but 
Administration, superintendence, and engineering .. --···------------·-- 2l. 40 that the matter may again be got into conference, and perhaps 

Total ____ ··-·--------------·-------·--·---·-·-·-----·-·---···· ________ 167.30 solveCJ. in a satisfactory manner. 
That is the total cost now of manufactured armor plate. I desire again to call attention to the amendment which, by 
Mr. HANNA. What kincl of plate? unanimous consent, I offered yesterday, which was laid on the 
Mr. MORGAN. The harveyized. The report is dated June 8, table and which is printed to-day, and of which I have a copy. 

1897. Mr. Herbert added a very slight increase upon certain My amendment is that weshall adhere to the action of the Senate 
items in that statement, bringing the whole total cost of a ton to in adopting the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, which 
$197. 78. The statement made by the chairman of the committee committee adopted what is commonly known as the Vandiver 
to us to-day shows the cost as he understands it of this same ma- amendment.. That amendment provides that the Government of 
terial, including the royalty on the Harvey patent and also under the United States shall contract at S545 a ton for the armor for 
the Krupp patent, and putting in every item of cost in this matter, the three ships at present being constructed, and the rellJainder of 
of the material and of the patent royalty, which Mr. Herbert in- the armor required by the Government shall be contracted for at 
eluded, without noticing the labor that is necessary to be per- the figure of $!45 per ton; and if the Secretary of the Navy is not 
formed and the skill that is necessary to employ for the pmpose of able to get the armor at that figure, then he shall proceed to bnild 
manufacturing this armor plate. So Mr. Herbert is fully justified, an armor plant, and the appropriation of some $2,000,000 is made 
more than justified, making allowance for the increase through for that purpose. 
the prosperity of the conntry of the prices of this material and Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator that I think he has 
the price of labor, and making an allowance of three or four hun- stated a little incorrectly the effect of the amendment. It was 
dred per cent upon these prices, he is still, according to the state- that the Secretary of the Navy should attempt to get a contract at 
ment of the chairman of the committee, justified in the estimates $445: and that if he coul<l not make a contract for all of it at 8445, 
he made in 18i>7. then he should be permitted to pay as high as $54;) for the thrne 

I can not see it in any other light than that it is an abuse of the ships now being constructed and proceed at once to build an 
United States, through a combination of armor-plate producers, armor factory. 
which we ought to resent and resist, and if they have got the :Mr. TILL1IAN. That is a correct statement. 
power over us to prevent us from building ships, if they can stop Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is correct. I perhaps did not 
us, let them do it and take the responsibility. I think we have state the amendment as pla:inly as I might have done. 
got ships enough now to fig~t all the battles in which we shall Now, Mr. President, in the opinion of most of the members of 
engage in tbe next seven or eight years, and whenever they make the Committee on Naval Affairs, that amendment was considered 
up their minds that they intend to force the United States to the to be most ingeniously constructed to place the Government in 
establishment of an armor-plate factory, then they will find out command of the situation and at the same time to place a reason
and we will find out that we are independent of them, and that able limitation upon the price of armor. 
wo have the power to conduct all the necessary operations of this It has further been maintained by the Senator from New Hamp
Government without the assistance of a combination of corpora- shire and the Senator from &onth Carolina that the Krupp process 
tions in this country. is only a fiction and a pretext for further basis of extortion on 

The Senator from Connecticut was chairman of a committee of the part of these companies, and that no royalty can be legally or 
thi'3 body, called the "committee on war ships and ordnance," of fairly exacted.in the manufacture of this improved armor. There-

. which I had the honor to be a member also, and it was his sug- fore my amendment provides that the Govornment shall pay the 
gestion that we should take the old navy-yard here and convert it royalty. I make no other alteration in the V andh-er amendment 
into a gun factory. It was considered at that time to be a dan- already adopted by the Senate but to alter the word "inclusive" 
gerous proposition and one wherein the Government of the and insert the word "exclusive," and to make two other verbal 
United States would be exposed to great cost and peril in estab- amendments. The amendment is closely in line with the action 
lishing it, but it was established. The guns have been made. of the Senate; it is closely in line with what was thought wise and 
Tliey have fought the battles of the Spanish war. Better guns exedient by the Committee on Naval Affairs. I have also in
were never made in the world than are made right here in this serted an amendment which will doubtless meet the full approval 
gun factory in Washington. Th~t is a perfect demonstration of of the Senator from South Carolina, and that is that in case an 
the capacity of the Government of the United States safely and armor plant is considered necessary and e:q:edient it shall be lo-
economically and successfully to conduct an estabUshment of this catecl in the District of Columbia. . 
kind. And if we have to buy the steel billets from factories :Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I understand and I insist that 
about over the United States,. without putting up furnaces for an amendment at this stage of the proceedings is out of order. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not under
stand that anyone has offered an amendment. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], that the 
Senate further insist on its amendments and disagree to the House 
amendments to the amendments of the Senate, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
. Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT]. If he were 
present, I should vote ''yea." 

Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Wiscop.sin [Mr. SPOONERJ; but I 
understand that if he were present he would vote" yea," and I 
will accordingly vote. I vote ''yea." 

Mr.WARREN (when his name was called). I ask if the Sen
ator from Washington [Mr. TURNER l has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. WARREN. I am paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (after Mr. FRYE had voted in 

the affirmative). 'l'he junior Senator from Maine is paired with 
the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], but the junior 
Senator from Maine will allow his vote to stand. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmativt::). I in
quire if the Senator from Kentucky fMr. LIND"AY] has voted~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am paired with that Senator, and there
fore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced-yea~ 63, nays O; as follows: 

Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Bacon, 
Baker, 
Bate, 
Be>eridge, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Chandler, 
Clay, 
Cockrell, 
Culberson, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 

Davis, 
Deooe, 
Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 
Foster, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 
Hale, 
Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Hoar, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kean, 
Kenney, 

YEA8-G3. 
Kyle, 
McB1·ide, 
McComas, 
l\IcCumber, 
l\lcEnery, 
l\IcLanl'ln, 
:Mallory, 
l\Iartin, 
Mason, . 
Morgan, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
Pritchard, 
Proctor, 

NAYS-0. 
NOT VOTING-23. 

Ba.rd, Eijdns, McMillan, 
Berry, Hawley, Money, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Nelson, 
Chilton, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. 
Clark, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. 
Depew, Lodge, Spooner, 

Quarles, 
Rawlins, 
Ross. 
Scott, 
Sewell, 
Shoup, 
Simon, 
Sulliv:i.n, 
Taliaferro, 
Teller, 
T~urston, 
T11lma.n, 
Turley, 
Wellington, 
Wetmore. 

Stewart, 
Turner, 
Vest, 
Warren, 
Wolcott. 

So Mr. HALE'S motion that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and disagree to the House amendments to the amendments of the 
Senate was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Preeident pro tempore was author
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the fur
ther conference; and Mr. HALE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TILLML'l 
were appointed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPRO"V ALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 31st ultimo approved and signed the following act and joint 
re olution: 

An act ( S. 4615) to facilitate the entry of steamships engaged in 
the co:isting trade between Porto Rico and the Territory of Ha
waii and tb.e United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 76) withdrawing certain lands on the 
island of Oahu, Hawaii, from the public domain. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider

ation of the Military Academy appropriation bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 

moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the West 
Point Academy appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call attention to the fact that there was 
a unanimous-consent agreement, made on the 28th day of May, 
that after the consiJeration of the sundry civil appropriation bill 
thirty minutes should be given to the Committee on Pensions for 
unobjected pension cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is true; unanimous con
sent was given that thirty minutes shall be allowed for pension 
bills. 

Mr. SEWELL. I appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire. 
We have two appropriation bills not yet passed; and if we are 
going to adjourn in any reasonable time, those bills ought to be 
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passed in order to go into conference. There will be no · trouble 
about passing the pension bills after the appropriation bills are 
out of the way. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to make an appeal in my behalf, 
and then perhaps we can make an adjustment. . 

I will say to the Senator that there are 200 pension bills on the 
Calendar and at least six Senators have brought bills to me to-day 
which have just passed the House, urging that they be reported • 
Almost every Senator and about one-half the Members of the 
House of Representatives are pursuing me about the Capitol and 
urging that these pension bills shall be passed in the near future; 
and in self-defense I have got to insist upon some consideration 
for this order. 

I am quite willing to make an adjustment if I can get my time 
some time in the near future, but it will be remembered that when 
the sundry civil bill was under consideration the suggestion was 
made that it would take one day, and I think it took four days. I 
am willing to come hero this evening, if the Senate will give me 
that privilege. 

Mr. SEWELL. There .are only two bills that ought to have 
preference above ey-erything else-the Military Academy bill and 
the deficiency-bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no question about that. I recog
nize that fact. 

Mr. SEWELL. I am willing that the Senate shall fix a time 
for the consideration of pension hills. In fact, I am anxious that 
it shall do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that at fifteen 
minutes past 5 o'clock this afternoon unobjected pension cases 
shall be considered for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. SE WELL. I agree to that. 
Mr. HALK I do not want to object to that request, but what 

is very desirable to-day, as I said last ,night, in order to arrange 
conferences, is that not only the Military Academy appropriation 
bill shall be passed to-day, but the deficiency appropriation bill. 
If the Senator comes in and breaks up the afternoon, that will 
destroy the chance of passing the deficiency bill to-night. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask for a change of the unanimous
consent agreement so that one hour shall be given for the con id· 
eration of unobjected pension bills after the Military Academy 
appropriation bill and the deficiency appropriation bill shall have 
been considered, but .I want to couple that with the suggestion 
that probably the pension bills that will then be passed will not 
become laws. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate consent to 
this request of the Senat.or from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HOAR_. I desire to say something before consenting, if I 
may be permitted, as other Senators have been allowed. There is 
a measure from the Judiciary Committee in regard to the extra
dition of criminals who have committed offenses in Cuba and 
have fled to the United States. Weareall of us responsible, with 
scarcely an exception, for the condition of things in Cuba. We 
all of us, with scarcely an exception, heartily approved the war 
and thepolicywhichhavedrivenSpainoutof Cubaand which have 
put the United States in that island temporarily. I do not sup
pose there is any member of this body who does not consider that 
it would be a public scandal if American criminaJs, high or low, 
are to go to that island and plunder the people and, if they can 
get two or three hours ahead of detection, make their escape td 
this country as to an Alsatia. 

Now:. there is no hurry about the final adjournment. If we do 
not adjourn on Wednesday. we can adjonrn on Thursday. It is 
not a session like the one when the 4th of March ends our con
stitutional power. It seems to me that the appropriation bills 
themselves ought to wait an hour or two until we can make an 
arrangement by which thesecriminals shall be sent back to Cuba .. 

Now, I shall not object to the request of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, which is to substitute, by unanimous consent for a 
time already agreed on for the pension bills another time ~hich 
will be more convenient. But I do insist that the extradition bill 
ought to be pressed on the attention of the Senate, adjournment 
or no adjournment, appropriation bill or no appropriation bill, and 
passed at au early date. 

.Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is possible that I can 
make a suggestion that will better suit the convenience of the 
Senate. It is that a recess be taken at the close of this afternoon's 
session until 8 o'clock this evening, and that the time from 8 
until 9 o'clock this evening be given to the consideration of un· 
objected pension bills, no other business to be transacted. 

l\Ir, HALE. I would not object to that except that I may have 
to ask the Senate, as I shall, to stay here until 7 or 8 o'clock in 
order to pass the deficiency bill to-night. There will be no chance 
for a recess. 

Mr •. GALLlNGER. Very well; there is objection, and I will 
leave 1t as formerly stated. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator make any 
request now? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It has been agreed to. 
:M.r. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Maine ask to have 

a session to-night? 
Mr. MASON. I call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDEN~ pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 

HampEhire make a request? 
, Mr. GALLINGER. I made a request, which I understand is 
not agreed to. I ask that the unanimous-consent agreement be 
changed so that the Pension Calendar shall be taken up for one 
hour at the conclusion of the consideration of the Military Acad
emy bill and the deficiency bill. 

l\1r, BUTLER. I ask the Senator to include the emergency 
river and harbor bill. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. If I do that I will never get the pension 
bills through. 

Mr. CULLOM. There wm be plenty of time for th.at bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp

shire asks unanimous consent that the unobjected pension cases 
may be considered after the West Point bill and the deficiency 
bill are dispos2d of, Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For one hour. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For one hour. Is there objec

tion?' 
Mr. MASON. I ob~ect. I call for the regular order. I ob

jected twice. There has been unanimous consent giYen to take 
thirty minutes now for the pension bills, and they are more im
portant than some other measures that are being pressed. Thirty 
minutes will not injure business, and we have agreed upon it, and 
I object to a change of the unanimotis·consent agreement. 

}lr. HALE. Mr. President-
Mr. MASON. I call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the regular order? 
Ml". MASON. The regular order is the.unanimous consent given 

to lake up the pension bills at this hour, as I understand it. 
Mr. HALE. Not at this hour, 
Mr. SEWELL. The regular order is the Military Academy ap

propriation bill. 
· Mr. MASON. The pension bills were to be taken up immedi
ately after finishing the appropriation bill that has just been 
finished. 

Mr. HALE. That appropriation bill was finished last night. 
That order has lansed. 
. Mr. GALLINGER. I shall not concede that. The Senatol" has 
an e:isy way of disposing of parliamentary matters. I stated last 
evening-- - · 

Several SENATORS. Let the agreement be read. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read. Of course if we are going 

to be technical, somebody can make a motion. 
Mr. KYLE. Have we finished the morning business yet? 
The PRESIDENT pro t empore. Morning business is not in 

order now. It can only be received by unanimous consent. 
, ~I r. KYLE. I ask for unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the 
Secretary will read the unanimous-consent agreement that was 
given touching pension bills. The Chair does not make any ruling 
about unanimous-consent agreements.. It id not in his power to 
do it. The Senate determines it. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from New Hampshire go on with 
the pension bills now. We have already spent thirty minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; go on now. 
Mr. HALE. Let the Senator go on now. Let the Senator from 

New Jersey get his bill ·up and then yield. 
l\ir. SEWELL. The appropriation bill has been taken up, I 

understand. 
Mr. HALE. Let us go on with the pension bills for thirty 

minutes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the West 

Point appropriation bill is before the Senate. The Senator from 
New Jersey yields to the unanimous-consent order of the Senate 
given for the consideration for thirty minutes of pension bills on 
the Calendar. Will the Senator from New Hampshire consent 
that morning business may be received? If it i<:i not now received, 
it will be dribbling all day long. 

Mr. GALLINGER. · Certainly, if it is not taken out of the 
thirty minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are first 
in order. 

Mr. KYLE, from ihe Committee on Pensions, to whom was re
ferred the bill (S. 4834) granting a pension to Otto Haltnorth, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re
ferred the bill (S. 1930) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of.John Boyle, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 1 am directed by the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9047) to 
incorporate the Washington Telephone Company and to permit it 
to install, maintain, and operate a telephone plant and exchanges 
in the District of Columbia, to report it without expression of 
opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9701) granting a pension t.o Jonah 
Duncan, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was ref~rred the 
bill (S. 45 7) granting an increase of pension to Cora Van D. 
Chenoweth, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re
port thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, t-0 whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Mary E. Grif
fiths, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4£03) for the relief of George K. Bowen, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2214) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Thomas H. Thorp and William Mullally, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

EXCLUSION FROM SUFFRAGE, 
Mr. CHANDLER. I report from the Committee on Privileges 

and Elections aresolution. and ask for its immediate consiqeration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
R esolved, That the Committee on Privilegesand Electionsbeinstructed to 

inquire and report whether an enactment, by constitution or otherwise, by 
any State which confers the right to vote upon any of its citizens because of 
their descent frcm certain persons or classes of persons. and excludes other 
citizens because they are not descended from suc~a.y~sons or classes of per
sons, tlte persor.s so excluded having all other q · cations prescribed. by 
law, is in violation of the Constitution of the United States and of the funda
mantal principle of our republican form of government; and also whether 
citizens so excluded can lawfully be r eckoned in determining the number of 
Representatives from any State in the House of Representatives of the 
Uruted States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. TURLEY. I object to the present consideration of the 
resolution. It is not a report of the entire committee, and I ask 
that it go over or go on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ought to have stated that it is the report 
of a majority of the committee. In view of the statement made by 
the Senator from Tennessee, if there is objection, I will ask that 
the resolution may go upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIPENT pro tempore. The resolution goes to the 
Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4916) for the relief of William 

Wheeler Hubbell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4917) for the relief of George 
T. Sampson; which was read twjce by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to introduce a bill with an accom
panying document. I desii'e to say that I introduce it by request 
simply, and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Relations 
with Cuba. 

The bill (8. 4918) to authorize the Secretary of War to consti
tute a department of marine in the insular government of the 
island of Cuba, and to reopen to commerce the arsenal at Havana 
nnder the charge of a competent insular officer, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 4919) for the relief of 
Lytle A. Rather, administrator of the estate of William B. Lump-

REPORTS OF COIDIITTEES. kin, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, ~o the Comm~ttee on Claim~. . 

. whom was referred the bill (H. R.. 10899) to restore to the public He also mtroduced a bill (S. 4920) for the relief of W. A. San-
domain a small tract of the White Mountain Apache Indian Res- ford, administrator of the estate of H.B. Bloxam, deceased; which 
ervation, in the Territory of Arizona, reported it -without amend- wa~ read twice- by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. . Claims. . . · . 

He also, from the same committee,. to whom was refen-ed the I Mr. MALLORY mtroduced a bill (S. 4921) for the relief of 
bill (H. R. 9389) to autllorize the Sene~a T_elephone Company to W. E. Davis·; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
construct and maintaiil lines in the Indian ~erritory, reported it the Committee on Claims. · 
Without amendment. . Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 4922) to establish a standard 
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of wages for women employed by the Government; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4923) granting a pension to Alonzo 
Sabin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4924) granting a pension to Adella 
M. Anthony; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 4925) granting an in
crease of pension to Benjamin Contal; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

l\fr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 11881) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
A~airs, and ordered to be printed. . 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

l\ir. McENERY submitted an amendment relative to a~ appro
priation to pay the claim of Nehemiah Harvey and others, in
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropri
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNER submitted ~n amendment proposi.ngtoappropri
ate $229,674.24 to pay amounts found by comm1ssioners of the 
Court of Claims to be due to letter carriers under the act of May 
24, 1888, etc:, intended to be proposed by him to the general defi
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF THE RENA.ULT GRANT. 

· l\Ir. ALLEN sut mitted the fol1owi11g resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
· Resolved, That the Secretary of the T1:easury be, and he is hereby, di· 
rected to inform the Senate if there is any money in the Treasury, the pro· 
ceeds in whole or in part of the sale to Lynn and Pratt, or any other person 
or persons, of the Mine LaMott, in the State of Missouri, embracing about 
23.04.0 acres, and the Little Marame tract of land in the State of Illinois, em· 
bracing about 11,520 acres and, iQ,so, how much, when and under .what cir
cumstances it was depo~ited. And the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, further directed to inform the Senate of the full history of the 
grant , transfers, and sale or sales of said tracts of land, respectively, to 
date. said lands having originally been granted about the year 17i0 to one 
Phillip Francis Renault. 

CHARLES GALLAGHER. 

l\Ir. CHANDLER. At the suggestion of the Committee on 
Claims, I offer a resolution, and ask for its immediate considera
tion. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1623) entitled "For tho relief of Charles Galla
sher, of New York. and to refer his claims to the Court of C'laims," now pend
mg in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers. be, and the same 
is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of 
an act entitled "An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Gov
ernment of the United States," approved March 3, 1887. And the raid court 
shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of snch act, 
and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 

IND'GSTRIAL COMMISSION TESTIMO~Y. 

Mr. KYL"E. Mr. President, inasmuch as there has been con
siderab)e criticism of the action of the Industrial Commiss:on 
with reference to the so-called Lockwood testimony, I should like 
to have incorpprated in the RECORD, in addition to what I incor
porated the other day, a letter from Professor Jenks, of Cornell 
University. He is the expert agent of the Industrial Commission 
touching the trust question and has written a letter covering the 
whole of the question. He had been instructed by the commission 
to go over this testimony, by line and by paragraph, with Mr. 
Lockwood. This he did, and this is ms letter explaining the whole 
situation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator re
quest? 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to have it printed jn the RECORD. 
There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 

in the RECORD, as follows: 
ITHACA, N. Y.,Jfay91, 1900. 

. DEAR SENATOR: I see in the papers of yesterday and to-day some state
ments regarding the alleged suppression of Mr. Lockwood's testimony. I 
edited all that testimony myself, went through it very carefully indeed two 
or three times, and discussed the whole matter thorou~hly with Mr. Lock
wood. The accounts in the paper are very decidedly mIStaken. In the first 
place, the only thing that was suooressed at all was the direct attack upon 
Judge Hai~ht, of the court of appeals of the State of:New York. Lockwood 
had practically charged that Haight had been' bought by the-Standard Oil 
Company, and that his election to the court of appeals had been brought 

• 

about through the corrupt influences of the Standard Oil Company. When he 
was asked if he bad any facts on which to base this charge, he acknowledged 
that the opinion was based simply u pon gemiral rumor and the general 
charges made at the time of the c.a.mpaign. He had no specific knowledge 
whatever of a personal nature. 

Under those circumstances the commission thought it wrong to circulate, at 
the Government's expense, what was presumably an actionable libel as long 
as Mr. Lockwood himself distinctly acknowledged that he had no definite in
formation on the subject. He was told repeatedly that if he had definite 
information it would be printed. On the other hand, be was allowed to make 
statements, in general, to the. effect that the Standard Oil Company had, in 
his judgment, bribed the courts and secured the election of judges to the 
higher courts. (Page 389.) . 

The statement in the New York Times of May 30 that everything relating 
to the case of Matthews was stricken out is a mistake. The whole story of 
Matthews is retained in the testimony on page 389, with the exception of the 
specific reference to Judge Haight. 

It is also stated in this same paper that" Lockwood argued that the Stand
ard Oil Company could not be attacked so long as it had the cooperation of 
the railroads, and that therefore the only remedy against trusts was Govern
ment ownership of the railroads. Every allusion of Lockwood to this remedy 
was stricken out." This statement is distinctly not true. Allusions of Lock
wood to this reme.dy are in the testimony on pages 391, 392, 39!. Every allu
sion that Lockwood himself made to that remedy or to any other remains 
still in the testimony. 

It is possible that Lockwood's own report of his testimony shows one or 
two of these minor matters that a.re apparently stricken out. The eXJ.>lana
tion of thatis this: ThatLockwood'sown r.eport of bis testimony is an mcor
rect one, or, at any rate, it is one that differs from the report given by our 
stenographers. Mr. Lockwood, !presume, published his report as that paper 
was written. On the other hand, all of those who.beard Mr. Lockwood give 
his testimony know that he read his paper in what he would call, I suppose, 
a decidedly oratorical style, frequently raising his eyes, making elaborate 
gestures, insertirig remarks not m the paper, or replying to questions, and 
then afterwards going back to bis manuscript. In more than one instance 
where he said that words or expressions bad been omitted, I not merely com
pared the st-enographers' report very carefully and found from that that the 
words had never been uttered, but I took especial pains to have the stenog
raphers bring me their original notes and read those parts over again so as 
to be certain that Lockwood had never used those expressions in the pres
ence of the commission. The fact i<J plainly this: That in his oratorical ef
forts in addressin~ the commission and the public at large he looked away 
from his manuscript, and when be raturned to the manuscript he inadvert
ently skipped a sentence or so. I did not feel at liberty to insert matter that 
did not appear at all in the stenographers' notes. 

On the o~he1· hand, tber':' was no~hing of that kind that was of any conse
quence onntted. nor anythmg that m the le.ast affected the full expression of 
bis opinions. The parts omitted on that ground may possibly have been 
rather more emphatic statements than some that he put in, Lut there was 
absolutely nothing new in the idea. A statement is made again in the Times 
in the following words: "Another evidence of discrimination was shown in 
the editing of the following: ' Wba tis the remedy?' 'The control of the public 
highways is the most important duty of the Government.' The commission 
left the question standing and struck out the answer." 'fhat is wrong. On 
page 391 of the testimony this passage appears as follows: "What is the rem
edy?" ••Take the railroads away from the corporations; make them publio 
property; let the Go>ernmentown and run them; makethemhighwavsover 
which the peop~e can go to market upon even terms." -
. Whatever Mr. L?ckwood says.that he said in answer to the question, this 
1s what he really did say, accor dmg to the stenographers, and this is all re
ported. In another place, where he asks the same question, the report ap. 
pears as follows (page 388): "Now, what is the remedy?" "There is practi· 
cally no remedy in the courts; they are too slow and expensive. These great 
railway combinations in cooperation with the trust organizations can 'razoo' 
a man-up and down through the courts from one to another for ten long 
years, until be is financially exhausted and his business ruined." The simple 
fact in the matt.er is this: The only thing that was suppressed in Mr. Lock
wood's testimony was an actionable libel against one of the members of the 
court of appeals of the State of New York, which Mr. Lockwood himself be
jore be left the stand confessed was uttered without any knowledge on his 
own part, but was a mere rE.\petition of a campaign rumor. 

There were two or three other places where mere repetitions of his were 
shortened; presumably others were slightly changed where grammatical 
errors occurred owing to carelessness in utterance as he was speaking ex
temporaneously, but there is absolutely no other case where there is the 
slightest change in meaning of anythin~ that Mr. Lockwood said. Knowing 
Mr. Lockwood's disposition on this sub3ect, and having reason to believe tho 
fact that even contrary to what was apparently his judgment after I had 
talked tbe matter over with him. he was being pushed forward to make this 
trouble by Mr. Martin, who had failed of an appointment by the commis
sion which he bad wished to secure, and by some others apparently who had 
presumably political partisan ends to serve, I retained every scrap of the 
original notes of the testimony, retained Mr. Lockwood'sown copr of the re
port as printed, with all of the changes made in it. I am positive that in 
fifteen minutes I can convince anv committee of the Senate or any fair-minded 
Senator to whatever party he belongs, that Mr. Lockwood's testimony was 
edited in an absolutely fair way. 

The only _failure of the Indu:;trial Commission in th~ trust investigation 
was not a failure that was due m any sense to any p~rtLsan feelini,?s, but was 
due to the fact that Congress had apparently not given the commission suf
ficient power as regards the summoning of witneESes. It was a matter of 
doubt as to whether, if witnesses refused to appear, they could be punished 
~or. conte!Ilpt. On tha.t account,_ as well as from courtesy, the commission 
mv1ted witnesses, and m no case issued a suprena. ln two or three cases wit
nesses refused to come, and the commission thought it unwise to attempt to 
force them.when their counsel adyised them th!lt it might be impossible to 
compel then- attendance. Two witnesses who did not come were J. Pierpont 
Morgan and Mr. Henry Seligman. 

Their testimony was wanted in connection with the financiering of the 
Federal Steel Company and of the American Steel and Wire Company. The 
commission did not oush the matter to an issue, because it did not wish to 
take any risk of failure in so doing. - It would be wise if the commission is 
extended to make this question of its power over witnesses an absolutely 
sure one. T~e chances are that it has. some powe.r that 'vay now, beyond the 
mere reportmg to Congress, but that JS not certam. [should like to say that 
I know .~at in no~ did partisanship have anything whatever to do with 
determmmg the Wltnesses that should be summoned, or with their examina
tion. I know this, because, generally speaking, the witnesses were summoned 
whom I recommended. In most cases I did notknowwhattheir party aflllia.
tions were, and in no case did I care. 

If you will have Mr. Durand or Mr. Edgerton look up the <'riginal notes on 
Lockwood's testimony; you will find thesestatementsthatlbavemade borne 
~ut; or I could myself come to Washing-ton and straighten the matter up if 
it were necessary. I think, however, tliat the material is in such shape that 
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Durand could do it just as well, and it is very difficult for me to get away 
just at examination time. 

Very siDcerely, yours. JEREMIAH W. JENKS., 

Senator JAMES H. KYLE, 
Expert .Agen,t. 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. 0. 

EXTRADITION WITH CUBA.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first pension case on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from New Hampshire, the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions [Mr. GALLINGER], will 
allow me, I wish to give notice that after the Senate has concluded 
the consideration of the Military Academy appropriation bill, in 
charge of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], I shall ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of House bill 11719, being 
the extradition bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS subsequently said: A few moments ago I 
gave notice that after the conclusion of the consideration of the 
Military Academy appropriation bill I would ask for the consider
ation of the extradition bill. I understand that the Senator from 
Maine desires to bring before the Senate the general deficiency 
appropriation bill as soon ~s the Military Academy bill is con
cluded. I will ask unanimous consent that the extradition bill 
may be the regular order--

Mr. ALDRICH. To be taken up. 
Mr. HALE. That it be taken up. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent that it be taken 

ttp after the general deficiency bill is passed. 
ThePRESIDINGOFFICER (Mr. G.A.LLINGERin the chair). Is 

there objection to the request made by the Senator from Indiana? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered .• 

PENSIONS TO EX-CONFEDERATES. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that Order of 
Business 608, being the bill (S. 2500) for the repeal of section 4716 
of the Revised Statutes may be included in the order just made. 
It is a pension bill. If any debate is precipitated, I will withdraw 
it. It has been reported by the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator want that 
bill considered now? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have it included in the 
order and considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 
The Secretary read the bill (S. 2500) for the repeal of section 

4716 o~ the Revised Statutes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? ' 
Mr. STEWART. I do not object,butlwanttoknowwhatitis. 
Mr. GALLINGER. There is an amendment reported by the 

committee. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be read, and then I 

shall make a. brief exp1anation regarding the bill. • 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by 

the Committee on Pensions will be stated. 
The Secretary read the amendment re-ported by the Committee 

on Pensions, which was, after the word "repealed," at the end of 
the bill, to add: 

Pi·ovided, h-OWWer That no name of any pensioner which may have been 
dropped from the rofu under the provisions of this section shall be restored 
thereto, nor that of any person whose application for pension has been re
jected, or who may hereafter apply for pension, shall be placed thereon prior 
to the date of filing an application after the passage of this a.ct. 

So as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 4n6, Revised Statutes, be, 

and the same are hereby, rape&led: Pl'Ovided, however, That no name of any 
pensioner which may have been dropped from the rolls under the provisions 
of this section Ahall be r&""'tored thereto, nor that of any person whose appli
cation for pension has been rejected, or who may hereafter apply for pension, 
shall be placed thereon prior to the date of filing an application after the pas
sage of this act. 

.Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I intend to briefly explain 
the bill, which, I think, will not take many minutes. If there 
shall be objection to it, I shall withdraw it. 

Section 4716 of the Revised Statutes provides that-
No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or to the 

widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner volun
tarily engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority 
of the United States. 

On March 3, 1877, that enactment was amended so as to provide 
that those who voluntarily left the Confederate service and came 
tothe Union service should be exempt. We have passed through 
the Senate at this session an ad exempting the dependent chil
dren of soldiers of the Confederate army. This simply repeals 
that statute, but provides that as to those who might have had a 
pension under the laws had this statute not existed, and who shall 
make a new·application, the pension shall commence from the 
time of filing that application. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I 'Should like to have that bill go over so 
that I may have an opportunity to examine it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: The Senator from Mis .. 
sis ippi [Mr. SULLIVA...."] has withdrawn his objection to Senate 
bill 2500, and I ask that its consideration be resumed. 

There being no objection, the &mate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read, and 
also the amendment reported by the Committee on Pens1ons. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to amend the amendment of the 
committee by striking out the word" this," at the end of line 6, 
and inserting "such;" so as to read: 

Dropped from the rolls under the provisions of such section shall be re· 
stored, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

· The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am.end· 
ment was concurred in. 
· The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, when this unanimous consent 
was given to the consideration of pension bills at a certain time, 
I gave notice that I should object to the consideration of all House 
bills, simply because I felt aggrieved at the action of the House on 
a bill increasing the pension of an old Mexican veteran who lost 
an arm in 1847, upon which I have bee:a unable to get any favor· 
able action in the body sitting at the other end of the Capitol 
After maturely considering the matter-and I have had the tooth
ache this week, so that I have had a great many sleep1ess hours 
and full opportunity to think over my sins and those of other peo-
ple [laughter]-! decided that such action on my part would be 
unwarranted, fo1· this reason: 

The committee which has charge of the bill which I had sent to 
the other end of the Capitol is not the committee which sends 
these bills here; it is an entirely different coIIWlittee from the one 
against which I have a grievance, if there be one. I have decided, 
further, that by refusing to allow these bills to go through I 
would be working an injury or a wrong, perhaps, to persons who 
were meritorious and deserving of an increase of pension. Mor&- · 
over, it occurred to me that I would be trying to wreak vengeance 
on innocent parties. As I never did admire the dog in the manger, 
I have concluded that I would withdraw my opposition and let 
the bills go through, and depend on the good sense and the sense 
of fairness and justice of the Honse in dealing with these questions 
when they get a chance, and I am sure they will get a chance at 
some time. 

JOSEPH B. M'GAHAN, 

The bill <H. R. 10581) granting a pension to Joseph B. McGahan 
was· considered as in Committee of the Whole. It nroposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Joseph B. McGahan. late of 
Company C, Thirty-second Regiment Emolled Missouri Militia, 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RUSSELL L. MOORE. 

The bill (H. R. 9826) granting an increase of pension to Russell 
L. Moore was considered as in Committee of tl.ie Whole. It pro· 
poses to place-on the pension roll the name of Russell L. Moore, 
late first lieutenant and adjutant, Seventh Regiment Wisco:isin 
Volunteer Infantry and to pay him a pension of 840 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

PATRICK O'DO.i'NELL. 

The bill (H. R. 6990) granting a pension to Patrick O'Donnell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Patrick O'Donnell, late of 
Company K, Fifth United States Infantry, and to pay him a pen
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES F. WINCH. 

The bill (H. R. 538) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Winch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles F. Winch, 
late first lieutenant CompanyK, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

• 
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DAVID H. INGERSON. 

The bill (H. R. 5549) granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Ingerson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David H. Inger
son, late of Company K, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE B. LEITCH, 

The bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Lizzie B. Leitch 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Lizzie B. Leitch, widow of 
Robert Rose Leitch, late chief engineer, United States Navy, and 
to pay her a -pensio.n of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT PATTERSON. 

The bHl (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to Robert Patterson, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Robert Patterson, late a nurse in 
the Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET J, KIBBLE. 

. The bill (H. R. 8992) granting a pension to Margaret J. Kibble 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Margaret J. Kibble, widow of 
Joseph A. Kibble, late of Company H, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
SS per month. · 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TIMOTHY A. LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 8404) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
A. Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Timothy A. Lewis, 
late of Company F, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTOPHER COSTELLO. 

The bill (H. R. 8476) granting a pension to Christopher Costello 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Christopher Costello, late 
ordinary seaman, United States Navy, and to pay him a. pension 
rated according to the degree of his disability from injury of head 
and epilepsy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STELLA B, ARMSTRONG, 

The bill (H. R. 9175) granting an increase of pension to Stella 
B. Armstrong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Stella B. Arm
strong, widow of Maj. Frank C. Armstrong, Thirty-second United 
States Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $35 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ARIANA F, WILLS • 

The bill (S. 3669) granting an increase of pension to Ariana F, 
WilJs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word "late," to strike out the 
article" a;" in line 7, after the word "lieutenant," to strike out 
"of the;" and in the same line, after the word "Twenty-second,'' 
to insert" Regiment;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
GEORGE B. ABBOTT, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

. 1 • • • I and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Ariana F. Wills, widow of 
The b1L. (H. R. 10412) granting an mcrease of pens10n to George John Howard Wills, late first lieutenant, Twenty-second Regiment United 

B. Aubott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It States Infant.ry. and pay her a. pension at the rate of $36 per month in lleu of 
proposes to place on t.he pension roll the name of George B. that she is now receiving. 
Abbott, late of Company G, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachu- The amepdments were agz:eed to. ~ , 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per Mr. GA~LlNG~~· . In l~?, 8, b~1ore the word "dollars,'. I 
month in lieu of that h.e is now receiving. move to stnke out thirty-six and msert "twenty-five;" and m 

The bill was reported to theSenatewithoutamendment,ordered line 9, afte! ~he word "mo~th," to. insert t?e words "and $2 ~er 
to a third readinO" read the third time. and passed. month additional for the mmor child of said John Howard Wills 

o:>• • until said child reaches the age of 16 years." 
IIERBERT J. GRAFF. The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The bill (H. R. 10370) granting a pension to Herbert J. Graff The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend· 
was considered as in Committee of the Who!e. It proposes to ments were concurred in. 
place on the pension ro11 the name of Herbert J. Graff, late of The. bill .was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
Company E, One hundred and thirty-third Regimentlndiana Vol- the third time, and passed. ' 
nnteer Infantry; Company F, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment I ELIZA.BETH J, FIELDS. 
l~dia~a. Volun~eer Infan~ry,_ and Company D, One hundred a~d I Th9 bil~ (H. R. 85.92) grant~ng a pension to Elizabeth J, Fields 
fifty-s~h Reg1ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry., and to pay him was comndered as m Committee of the Whole. It proposGs to 
a pensi~n of 1'7 per month. · . 1 place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth J. Fields, depend-

The ?ill was ~eported to the 8_enat.e without amendment, ordered ent mother of Robert J. Fields, late .private, Company D, One 
to a third readmg, read the third time, and passed. hundred and thirty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 

JOSEPH H. SPARKS. and to pay her a pension .of $12 per month. 
· H . 9 · - • I The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

The bill ( · R. 308~) grantmg: an mcre~se of pension to Joseph to a third reading read the third time and passed 
H. Sparks was considered as m Committee of the Whole. It ' ' · 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph H. Sparks, JESSE F • GA.TES. 
late of Company K, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment I The bill (S. 4742) granting an increase of pension t-0 Jesse F, 
Pennsylvania Volunte~r Infantry, and to pay him a pension of Gates was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . . The hill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered amendments, in line 6, before the word "Battery," to strike out 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. "private, Light" and insert "of;" in line 7, before the word "Ar· 

BYRON F, DAVIS: tillery," to insert "Regiment United States;" and in the same 
line, ~fter the· word ''Artillery," to strike out "United States 

The bill (H. R. 5804) granting a pension to Byron F. Davis was Army; " so as to make the bill read: 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. Be it enacted, etc., Tba.t the Secretary of the Interior be, a.nd he ls hereby 

'The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an authorized a.nd directed to place on thepensionroll.subjecttotheprovision.S 
d t · l' 9 b f th d "d 11 " t t 'k t and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse F. Gates, late of amen men ' m me ' e ore e wor o ars, o s ri e ou Battery A, Second Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension 

"twenty-four" and insert "twelve;" so as to make the bill read: at the rate of S30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivmg. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her<!by The amendments wer{} agreed to. 
a.uthC?r~ed .and directed to J?lace on tho pension roll, subject to th~ provision$ The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend· 
_a_nd llm1tations of the pens1on laws, the nal?'.le of ~yron F. J?aVIS, late first men ts were concun-ed in 
lieutenant and adJutant, One hundred and e1ghty-e1ghth Reg1ment Pennsyl I . · . . . 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensionattherateof $12 per month- Tbe.b1ll }Vas ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

The amendment was agreed to. .

1 

the thrrd t1~e, and passed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- JAMES M. BARRETT. 

ment was concurred in. . l The bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to James 
The a~end~ent was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be M. Ba1·rett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

read a t~ird t1me. . . proposes to p~ace on the pension roll the name of James .M. Bar· 
The bill was.read the third time, and passed. I rett, late of Company K, Twenty-sixth .Regiment New York 
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Vo:unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in 
lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM A, HEMPSTEAD, 

The bill (H. R. 9775) granting an increase of pension to w illiam 
A. Hempstead was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William A. 
Hempstead, late of Company H, Twenty-fifth Regiment Connecti
cut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 824 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALICE WORTHINGTON .WINTHROP. 

The bill (S. 4259) granting an increase of pension to Alice 
Worthington Winthrop was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment,.to strike out all after the enacting clause.and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di
rected to place on the pens:on roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Alfoe Worthington Winthrop, widow of 
William Winthrop, late colonel and assistant judge-advocate-general, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to ·be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
ANN A E. LITTLEFIELD, 

The bill (S. 4191) granting a pension to Anna E. Littlefield was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting ~lause and insert: 

'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anna E. Littlefield, widow of Milton S. Lit
tlefield, late colonel Twenty-first Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of S30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT A. ROBERTS. 

The bill (S. 4548) granting an increase of pension to Albert A. 
Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on P ensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word "dollars," to strike out 
"thirty : i and insert "twelve;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjer.t to the provisions 

amendments, in line (?, before the name "Childs," to strike out 
the initial '' S. " and insert "E.;" in the same line, before the name 
"Jonathan," to strike out" Colonel," and in line 7, after the word 
"late," to strike out "of the" and insert "colonel;" so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herC1by, 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances E. Childs, widow of 
Jonathan W. Childs, late colonel Fourth Rei?iment Michigan Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill granting an in

crease of pension to Frances E. Childs." 

CHARLES H, ADAMS, 

The bill (H. R. 602) granting an increase of pension to Char~es 
H. Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the name "Adams," to insert the 
initial" H.;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pen:sion roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations-of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Adams, late of 
Company C, Firs t Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receinng. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 

read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN HURLBURT. 

The bill (H. R. 3513) granting a·· pension to Edwin Hurlburt 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the na me of Edwin Hurlburt, late cap
tain Company C Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volun
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 512 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HERMAN S. SOULES. 

The bill (H. R. 9236) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
S. Soules was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Herman S. Soules, 
late of Company F, Twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now i·eceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed -

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert A. Roberts, late of ELIZABETH S. SEYMOUR. 
Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and :pay him . . . . 
a pension at the rate of 12 per month in lieu of that he is now receivrng. The bill (H. R. 10719) grantrng an mcrease of pension to Eliza-

The amendment was agreed to. - I beth S. Seymour was considere~ as in Committee of t?e Whole. 
The bill was reported to 'the Senate as amended, and the amend- It proposes t? place on the penswn .... roll the name of Elizabeth S. 

tnent was concurred in. · Seymour, widow of George W. ~eymour, late of Company B, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading read 8eventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and to 

the third time, and passed. ' pay ~~r a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now 

AL VIN N, SABIN, 
rece1 vmg. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, The bill (S. 2202) granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. 

'Sabin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with CLARISSA CARRUTH, 

amendments, in line 6, after the woru "late," to strike out "cap- The bill (H. R. 2020) granting a pension to Clarissa Carruth 
tain " and insert "first lieutenant Company K, and captain Com- was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
J>any C;': in line 7, after the word "Volunteer," to strike out place on the pension roll the name of Claris a Carruth, widow of 
"Infantry" and insert "Cavalry;" and in line'"9, before the w0rd Sumner Carruth, late lieutenant-colonel Thirty-fifth Regiment 
"dollars,"to strike out"seventy-two"and insert "fifty;" so as Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
to make the bill read: 830 per month. 

Be it enac-ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alvin N. Sabin, late first 
lieutenant Company K, and captain Company C, Fifth Regiment Michigan BERTHA G, KIMBALL. 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in The bill (H. R. 10455) granting an increase of pension to Bertha 
lieu of that he is now receivmg. G. Kimball was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

The amendments were agreed to. · proposes to p lace on the pension roll the name of Bertha G. Kim-
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- t all, widow of Frederick c. Kimball, Jate first lieutenant and 

ments were concurred in. · regimental quartermaster of the Fifth United States Infantry, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read · and to pay her a pensrnn of $22 per month in lieu of that she is 

the third time, and passed. now receiving. and $2 per month additional on account of each of 
FRANCES E. CHILDS. the minor children of said Frederick C. Kimball until they reach 

The bill (S. 4296) granting an increase of pension to Frances S. the age of 16 years. 
Childs was .considered as in Committee of the Whole. I The bill was rt:ported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

• 
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ISAAC N: JENNINGS. 

The bill (H. R. 4424) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jennings, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on 'the pension roll the name of Isaac N. Jennings, late of 
Company E, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of 812 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the thil·d time, and passed. 

ROBERT A1''DERSON, JR, 

The bill (H. R. 8536) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Anderson, jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Ander
son, jr., late of Compa~y B, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

· ALICE DE VECCHJ. 

The bill (H. R. 8475) granting an increase of pension to Alice 
de Vecchj was considered as in C0mmittee of the Whole. 
· The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, in line 6, before the name "de Vecchj," to a trike out 
"Archilla~' and insert ''Achille;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi
sions and limit.a tions of the pension la. ws, the name of Alice de Vecchj, widow 
of Achille de Vecchj , late captain, Ninth Battery Massachusetts Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and ;>ay her a. pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 

read a third time. 
·The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN KERSTING. 

The bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Franklin Kersting was 
consider~d as in Committee of the Whole. • 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word "late," to strike out "a 
member;" in line 7, before the word "Ohio,'' to insert "Regi
ment;" and after the word "Ohio" to strikeout "Volunteers" and 
insert "Volunteer Infantry;" and in line 9, after the word "of," 
to strike out ''the pension" and insert "that;" so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of. the pension laws, the name of Franklin Kersting, late of 
Company E, Sixty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of S30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third i·eading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill granting an increase 

of pension to Franklin Kersting." · 
ELIJAH BIDDLE, 

The bill (H. R. 1801) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Biddle was considered a-s in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elijah Biddle, late 
private, Company E, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 a month in lieu of that 
he i".'.l now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HE~RY O'CONNOR. 

The bill (H. R. 8888) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ffConnor was consjdered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro· 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry O'Connor, 
late major Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of S30 a month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN V. M'CLEERY. 

WILLIAM E, FERREE, 

The bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Ferree was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of William E. Ferree, late 
of Company M, Fourth Regiment Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, and 
to pay him a pension of 520 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

SA.MUEL z. MURPHY. 

The bill (S. 2915) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Z. 
Murphy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel Z. l\Iurphy, 
late of Company D, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CYRUS A. B. FOX, 

The bill (S. 63) granting a pension to Cyrus A. B. Fox was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and lhnitations 
of the pension laws, tbe name of Cvrus A. B. Fox, late of Company H, Eighty
sixth Regiment IllinoisVolunteerinfant ry and pay him a. pension at therate 
of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill granting an increase 

of pension to Cyrus A. B. Fox." 

THOMAS WHITE. 

The bill (S. 4178) granting a pension to Thomas White was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was repor ted from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That t.he Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, authorized and 
directed t.o place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas White, late of Company F, Nine
tieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and United States Signal Corps, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of ~O per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
JAMES COOPER. 

The bill (H. R. 852) granting an increase of pension to James 
Cooper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Cooper, late 
of Company B, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that 
ho is now receiving. 

TP,e bill was reported to the Senate, or<lered to a third reading, 
read the third tiwe, and passed. 

SYLVESTER DOSS. 

The bill (H. R. 7186) granting an increase of pension to Sylves
ter Doss, alias Harry S. Dos , was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 
of Sylvester Doss, alias Harry S.'Doss, late pilot of the ram Lan
caster, Mississippi Marine Brigade, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, i·ead the third time, and passed. 

MARY A, FULLERTON, 

The bill (H. R. 6091) granting a pension to Mary A. Fullerton 
was co~sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the .pension roll the name of Mary A. Fullerton, .widow 
of Hugh S. Fullerton, late first lieutenant Company C, First Reg
iment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a pension 
of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, · Tbe bill (H. R. 1748) granting a pension to Ellen V. McCleery 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to HENRIETTA P. COTTER. 
pla~e on the pension roll the name of Ellen V. McCleery, widow The bill (H. R. 9419) granting a pension to Henrietta P. Cotter 
of Samuel McGill, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Penn- was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
sylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per place on the pension roll the name of Henrietta P. Cotter, widow 
month. of J ohn S. Cotter, late captain Company K, One hundred and 
· The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered I twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. her a pension of $20 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. to a third reading, read the time, and passed. 

OLIVER M. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 7852) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
M. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver :U. Brown, 
late major 'fhird Regime_nt Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA. REEVES, 

The bill (H. R. 5695) granting a pension to Matilda Reeves wa.s 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Matilda Reeves. widow of Manas
seh Reeves , late of Company I, Twenty-eighth Regiment Iliinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 5~ per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a thfrd reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. WENDELL. 

- The bill (H. R. 6425) grantingan increase of pension to William 
H. Wendell. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to· place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
·wendell, late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States 
Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $9 0 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL METCALF. 

The bill (H. R. 8235) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Metcalf was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel Metcalf, late 
of Company B, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that be is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAM.ES M. DEN::NISO:N. 

The bill (H. R. 8236) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Dennjson was considered as in Ccmmittee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. Den
nison, late of Company F, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay bim a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was renorted to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

S.A.RA H. M. MILEY, 

The bill (H. R. 8835) granting an increase of pension to Sara H. 
M. Miley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sara H. M. Miley, 
widow of John D. Miley, late lieutenant-colonel and inspector
general, United States Volunteers! and to pay her a pension of $40 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $.2 per month 
additional on account of each of the minor children of said John 
D. Miley until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

.A.NN.A. C. WHITE. 

The bill (H. R. 10143) granting a pension to Anna C. White 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Anna C. White, widow of 
Thornton F. White, late acting assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The.bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. HAMRICK AND ELLA G. HAMRICK. 

The bill (H. R. 3889) granting a pension to Joseph H. Hamrick 
and Ella G. Hamrick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the names of Joseph H. 
Hamri"k and Ella G. Hamrick, the blind and helpless children of 
Thomas H. Hamrick, fate of Company K, Forty-fifth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay them each a pension of 
$12 per month. 

rrhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET. THORNBERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 9752) granting a pension to Margaret Thorn
berry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pfa.ce on the pension roll the name of Margaret Thornberry, 
widow of Samuel Milligan, late of Company I, Eleventh Regi
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month. 

JAMES .A., ROOT, 

The bill (H. R. 2726) granting a pension to James A. Root was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of James A. Root, late a member of 
Company K, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Monnted 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI G, WILGUS. 

The bill (H. R. 3495) granting an increase of pension to Levi G, 
Wilgus was considered as in Committee . of the Whole. It pro
poses to p:ace on the pension roll the name of Levi G. Wilgus, 
late of-COmpany F, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BARTON .A.CUFF, 

The bill (H. R. 5929) granting a~ increase of pension to Barton 
Acuff, was considered aa in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension :roll the name of Barton Acuff, late mem· 
ber of Company G, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers in t he 
Mexican war, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was Teported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SHULMIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of pension to William 
Shulmire was considered a.'i in Committee of the Whole. It pro 4 

poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Shulmire, 
late of Company E, Seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana.Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he fo now receiving. 

The bill w~s reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD HARDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 10612) granting an increase of pension to Rich· 
ard Harden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
prnposes toJ>lace on the pension roll the name of Richard Harden, 
late of Company F, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer In4 

fan try, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EV .A. CL.A.RK. 

The bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to Eva Clark was consid· 
ered as in Committ€e of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out ail after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Inter ior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita
tions of the pension laws, the n ame of E va Clark, former widow of Jo:;eph 
L. C. Hill, 1ate of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment In diana Volunteer In· 
fan try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per mont h. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend· 

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engi·ossed for a third reading, read 

the third till!e, and passed. 

JULIA. TRAYNOR, 

The bill (H. R. 6164) granting a pension to Julia Traynor was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. - It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Julia Traynor, widow of Law
rence Traynor, late of the Quartermaster's Department, United 
States Army, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill waa repol'ted to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reatling, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE SLAYTON. 

The bill (H. R. 7145) granting a pension to Catharine SJayton 
was consjdered as in Comm*ee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Catharine Slayton, widow 
of Cary A. Slayton, late of Company K, Fifty-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLIS P. PHIPPS. 

The bill (S. 1978) granting an increase of pension to Ellis P, 
Phipps was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from .the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
· That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll 1 subject to the pronsions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of El lis P. Phipps, late second and first lieuten
ant, Company A. Twelfth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him ti pension at the rate of $00 per month in lieu of that he is now re
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BLA....lilCHARD. 

The bill (H. R. 6919) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Blanchard, late 
of Company D, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE CRONK. 

The .bill (H. R. 9424) granting an increase of pension to George 
Cronk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to p lace on the pension roll the name of George Cronk, late of 
Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and to p:iy him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MADISON T, TRENT, 

The bill (H. R. 9915) granting a pension to Madison T. Trent 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Madison T. Trent, late of 
Company C, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavah·y, and 
Company E, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

'l'he bill was reported to the Senatewithoutamendment, ordered 
to a t hird rea.ding, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE LUCAS. 

The bill (H. R. 1797) granting a pension to Jane Lucas was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

SUSIE MARGARITE LA....';DRUM. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
The bill (H. R. 1570) granting a pension to Susie Margarite ~m.endi:;ients,.in lin~ 8, befo~~ the. word "doll~rs,"to strike out 

. Landrum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- · eight · ~d ms~rt twelve; a:nd m the sa~e line, after the word 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Susie Margarite "dollars;' !o stnke out the article "a" and msert ~'per;" so as to 
Landrum. widow of John J. Landrum late lieutenant-colonel .. make the bill read: 
EiO'hteenth Regun· ent Kentucky Volunt~er Infantry and to pay Be it.enacted, etc., That the Secretm·y of ~he Interior1:>e, and he is he_r~by, 

o . . , ' authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subJect to the proVlSlons 
her a pe?sIOn of $30 per month. . and limitations of iJle pension laws, the name of Jane Lucas, dependent 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered motl!er of Charles Lucas, late seaman, United States Navy, and pay her a. 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, pens10n at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the committee amendments be 
disHgreed to. JOHN HUTCHENS. 

The bill (S. 3941) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hutchins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to ~lace on the nension roll, subject to the proYision.sand limitations 
of the pens10n laws, the name of John Hutchens, late of Cantain Baker 's 
company, Second Regiment Georgia Mounted Volunteers. Florida Indian 
war and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per rqpnth in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill granting an increase 

of pension to John Hutchens." · 

GENEVIEVE LAIGHTON, 

The bill (H. R. 6559) granting an increase of p=nsion to Gene
vieve Laighton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes. to place on the pension roll the name of Genevieve 
Laighton, widow of Samuel Laighton. late captain Company A, 
Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISE ADAMS, 

The bill (H. R. 5192) granting a' pension to Louise Adams was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll t.he name of Louise Adams, widow of H enry 
F. Adams, late a.ssistant surgeon, Tenth Regiment Illinois Vol
uu teer Cavalry, and acting assistant surgeon, United States Army; 
and to pay her a pension of SS per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH ELVffiA. C. UPHAM, 

The bill (H. R. 9194) granting a pension to Sarah Elvira C. 
Upham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah Elvira C. 
Upham, widow of Frank K. Upham, late captain, First Cavalry, 
United States Army, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA M. STARR. 

The bill (H. R. 6464) granting a pension to Anna M. Starr was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Anna :M. Starr, widow of William C. 
Starr, late lieutenant-colonel Ninth Regiment West Virginia Vol
unteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The-bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The amendments were rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. CAPEHART. 

The bill (H. R. 2126) granting an inc1·ease of pension to William 
H. Capehart was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Capehart, late of Company A, First Battalion Alabama Volun~ 
teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senat.e without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOPHIA A. LANE. 

The bill (H. R. 9740) granting a pension to Sophia A. Lane was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Sophia A. Lane, widow of J amesSter
l ing Lane, late private in Capt. John J. Floyd's company of Geor· 
gia Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOll:AS J, JACKSON, 

The bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to Thomaa J, 
Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pension.s with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word "dollars," to strike out 
"seventy-two" and insert "fifty;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Thomas J. Jackson, of Newton, Kans., Jate 
lieutenant-colonel Eleventh Regiment United States Colored Troops (Inf an· 
try) , a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move, in line 5, to strike out the words 
"of Newton, Kans.;" and in line 7 to strike out the word "pen
sion" and insert ''that." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a tb.ird reading, read 

the third time, and passed. · 
F. W, BAKER, 

The bill (S. 1278) granting an increase of pension to F. W. 
Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word" Regiment;" to strike out 
''Tennessee Cavalry, and pay him a pension according to the de
gree of his disability,'' and insert" Tennessee Cavalry, and pav 
him a pension of $20 per month in lien of that he is now receiv
ing;" so as to make the bill read: 

He i t e11acted, etc., That the 8ecreta.ry of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, saj:>ject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension aws, the name of F. W. Baker, late of Com
pany I, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, and pay him a. pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. · 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I move to insert the words "at the rate" 
before the word ''of" in line· 9. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
MA.RY Ill.ENE ROSENTHAL. 

The bill (S.1736) granting an increa.se of pension to Mary Irene 
Rosenthal was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word "Guard," to strike out 
"Vohmteers" and insert" Volunteer Artillery;" in the same line, 
after the word" pension," to insert "at the rate," and in line 10, 
before the word ''she," to strike out "pension" and insert "that;" 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
a.nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Irene Rosenthal, widow 
of Levi Rosenthal, late of Company F, Sixty·ninth Regiment New York Na
tional Guard Volunteer Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of~ 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The blil was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
NANCY J. DUN.A.WAY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 3 o'clock and 3 minutes 
p. m. ). The time allotted to pension bills has expired. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. I ask that one ·other bill may be consid-
ered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill? 
Mr. GALLINGER. The next bill. 
The bill (S. 1269) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dunaway, of 

Garnett, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, in line 6, after the words "widow of," to strike out 
"the late; " in line 7 i before the word "Forty-eighth," to strike 
out "who was a private in the" and insert "late of Company D;" 
and in line 8, after the word "Militia/' to insert " and pay her a 
pension at $12 per month;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be i t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to :place on the pension roll, subject to th~ provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy J. Dunaway, widow 
of John H. Dunaway, late of .Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri 
Enrolled Militia, and pay her a pension at $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move, in line 9, after the word" at," to 
insert" the rate of." 
· 'l'he amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third t ime, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as 

to read: "A bill granting a pension to Nancy J. Dunaway." 
PRIVILEGES OF SECOND-CL.A.SS :MA.IL. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on House bill 10308. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R.10308) to extend to certain publications 
the privileges of second-class mail matter as to admission to the 
mails, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis
agTeeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and accede to the request of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author

ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
CH..L~DLER, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. BUTLER were appointed. 

CHOCTAW LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to enter a motion to recon

sider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 9083) to authorize the Com
missioner of General Land Office to dispose of Choctaw orphan 
Indian lands in Mississippi, and to make appropriation for execut
ing act of Congress approved June 28, 1898, was passed, and also 
move that the House be requested to return the bill to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed t-0. 
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolu
tion (S. R. 49) to amend the Constitution of the United States, 
giving Congress the power to lay and collect income taxes, and 
the joint resolution (S. R. 47) proposing amendments to the Con-

stitution of the United States providing for the election -0f the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court by the qualified electors of 
the United States and for the election of other Federal judges by 
the votes of the qualified electors of the respective judicial cir
cuits and districts, both of which were refen-ed to the Committee 
on the Judiciary and unfavorably reported, may be put on the 
Cafondar. I was not in the Chamber at the time, and the Chair 
announced that they were indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the request? 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask that they may go on the Calendar. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ·With the adverse reports? 
Mr. PETTUS. ·Did those joint resolutions come from the com~ 

mittee? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 

The Chair will explain to the Senate that they were reported from 
the committee adversely and indefinitely postponed. The Senator 
from North Carolina asks unanimous consent that the votes post
poning them be reconsidered and that they be placed on the Cal
endar with the adverse reports. 

Mr. PETTUS. When was the postponement made? 
Mr. BUTLER. On the 28th. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 

of the Senator from North Carolina? 
Mr. PETTUS. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. -
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina. 

that he see the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary and 
make some arrangement with him, so that the joint resolutions 
may be put on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will do that. I do not wish to interfere with 
other business, but I understand that a motion is in order to do 
that at any time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in this case. 
''l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the 

Senator from North Carolina that the time has passed within 
which such a motion can be made. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will see the chairman of the committee. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill (H. R. 11538) making appropriations for the sup
port of the Military .academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1901, and for other purposes, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may 
be dispensed with and that the amendments of the committee 
may be first acted upon as they are reached in the reading of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that course will be pursued. _ 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on .Military Affairs was, on page 4, line 3, to in
crease the salary of 12 enlisted musicians from 520 per month to 
$25 per month, and, in line 4, to increase the appropriation for the 
salaries of 12 enlisted musicians from $2,880 to $3,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 7, line 12, after the word 

"at," to insert "the rate of;" in the same line, after the word 
"day," to insert" of eight hours;" in line 13, before the word "dol
lars," to strike out "twenty-seven" and insert" seventy· five,': and 
in lin,e 14, before the word" cents," to strike out "seventy-five" 
and insert "sixty-five;" so as to make the clause read: 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed as watchman, at the rate of 
35 cents per day of eight hours, $175.65. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 25, after the word 

"regulations," to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, furthe1·, That the allowance of extra pay, as provided for in the 

acts of February 10, 1897 (29 Stat L., page 518), March 5, 1898 (30 Stat. L., page 
255), and February 27, 1899 (30 Stat. L., page 295), and of extra·duty pay to 
enlisted men of the Army stationed at the Military Academy, who have 
been placed on extra duty in obedience to the orders of the superintendent, 
is hereby authorized a.nd its payment directed, less the 20 per cent war in
crease already paid, the said payment' being excepted from the operation of 
section 3691 of the Revised Statutes and section 6 of the act approved April 
26, 1898 (30 Stat. L., page 365). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 18, before the word 

"Military," to insert "of;" in line 22, before the word "thou· 
sand," to strike out" seventy-seven" and insert" seventy-eight;" 
in the same line, before the word" hundred," to strike out" five" 
and insert" three;" in line 23, before the word" dollars,'' to strike 
out "eighty-five" and insert "fifty-three;" and in line 24, before 
the word "cents," to strike out ninety-seven " and insert " sixty
nine;" so as to make the clause read: 

In all, for _pay of Military Academy Band, field musicians, genera.I army 
service, cavalry detachment, artillery detachment, enlisted men on detached 
service and extra pay of enlisted men on special duty at the Military Acad
emy, $78,353.69. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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· The n~xt amendment was, on page 10, line 3, before the word 
"hundred," to strike out" five" and insert" si:x;" and in the same 
line, after the word dollars," to insert: 
· And section 1338 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended to read as fol

lows: 
. •·SEC. 13.38. The master of the sword shall hereafter act as the instructor 
of military gymnastics and physical culture at the Military Academy, and 
shall ha>e the relative rank and shall be entitled to the pay, allowances, and 
emoluments of a first lien tenant mounted: Provided, however, that whenever 
a vacancy shall occur in the office of master of the sword and instructor of 
military gymnastics and physical culture the said office shall cease and de
termine, and the duties thereunto pertaining shall thereafter be performed 
by an officer of the line of the Army to be selected for that purpose by the 
Secretary of War." 

So as to make the clause read: 
For pay of the master of the sword, $1,600; and section 1338 of the Revised 

Statutes is hereby amended to read as follows: 
"SEC. 1338. The master of the sword shall hereafter act as the instructor 

of military gymnastics," etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 17, before the word 

"dollars," to strike out" and eightyi: and insert "four hundred," 
and, in the same line, after the word" dollars," to insert: 

Section 1278 of the Revised Statutes and sections 2and3 of the act approved 
March 3, 1877 (19 Statutes at Large, page 380), are hereby repealed, and sec
tion 1111 of the Revised 8tatutes is hereby amended ·to read as follows: 

"SEO. llll. The Military Academy Band shall hereafter consist of one 
teacher of music, who shall be the leader of the band, and of 40 enlisted musi
cians. The teacher of music shall have the relative rank and shall receive 
the pay, allowances, and emoluments of a second lieutenant dismounted· and 
of the enlisted musicians of the band 12 shall each receive S34 per month, 12 
shall each receive $25 per month, and the remaining 16 shall each receive $17 
per month; and each of the aforesaid enlisted men shall also be entitled to 
the clothing, fuel, rations, and other allowances of musicians of cavalry; and 
the said teacher of music and the enlisted musicians of the band shall be en
titled to the same benefits in r espect to pay, emoluments, and retirement 
arising from longevity, reenlistment, and length of service as are, or may 
hereafter become, applicable to other officers and enlisted men of the Army." 

So as to make the clause read: 
For pay of one teacher of mnsic, $1,4.00; section 1278 of the Revised Statutes 

and sections 2 and 3 of the a.ct approved March 3, 18n (19 8tat. L., page 380), 
are hereby repealed. and section llll of the Revised Statutes 1S 'hereby 
amended to read as follows, etc. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move, in line 17, page 10, after the word 
"dollars," to insert the word "and;" so as to read "and section 
1278," etc. · 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SEWELL. I desire to amend the amendment further by 

s~riking out, in line 2, page 11, the words" haVfi the relative rank 
and shall;" in line 3, after the word "pay," to add the word 
·"and," and in the same line to strike out the words "and emolu
ments.". 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 9, to increase the ap

propriation for pay of keeper of post cemetery from $700 to 8900. 
The amezvlment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 18, before the word 

''hundred," to insert "eight;" so as to make the clause read: 
In all, t.o civilians employed at Military Academy, $31,sro. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Miscellaneous 

items and incidental expenses," on page 22, after line 2, to insert 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That all technical and scientific supplies for the departments of 
instruction of the Military Academy shall be purchased by contracts or 
otherwise, as the Secretary of War may deem best. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 5, to insert: 
For a sea wall at river front, $8,130. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, line 19, to increase the 

total appropriation for buildings and grounds from 8200,043 to 
$208,173. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 19, to insert as 

a new section the following: _ 
SEC. 2. That ths senior major-general commanding the Army shall have 

the rank, pay, and allowances of a. lieutenant-general, and his personal staff 
shall have the rank, pay, and allowances authorized for the staff of a lieu
tenant-general. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he next amendment was, on page 31, after line 24, to insert as 

a new section the. following: . 
SEC. 3. That the Adjutant-General of the Army shall have the rank, pay, 

and allowances of a major-general in the Army of the United States, and on 
his retirement shall r eceive the retired pay of that rank: Prot'ided, That 
whenever a vacancy shall occur in the office of Adjutant-General on t he ex
piration of the service of the present incumbent the Adjutant-General shall 
thereafter have the rank, pay, and allowances of a. brigadier-general. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 6, to insert as 

a new section the following: . 
SEr.. 4. That the corps of cadets shall consist of 1 from each Congressional 

district, 1 from each Territory, 1 from the District of Columbia, and 50 from 

the United States at large. They shall be appointed by the President, and 
shall, with the exception of the 50 cadets appointed from the United States at 
large, be actual residents of the Congressional-or Territorial districts, or of 
the District of Columbia, or of the State , respectively, from which they pur
port to be appointed. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I submit an amendment in lieu of section 4, 
which has just been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A committee amendment? 
1.Ir. PROCTOR. No, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Swiator from Vermont 

offers an amendment as a substitute for section 4, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary.read as follows: 
That the corps of cadets shall consist ·of 1 from each Congressional dis

trict, 1 from each Territory, 1 from the District of Columbia, 2 from each 
State at large, and 30 from the United. States at large. Thev shall be ap
pointed by the President, and shall, with the exception of-the 30 cadets 
appointed from the United States at large, be actual residents of the Con
gressional or Territorial districts. or of the District of Columbia, or of the 
States, respectively, from which they purport to bs appointed. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is identical with the provision which 
was passed by the Senate in the reorganization bill some three 
weeks since. It provides for 90 additional cadets-2 from each 
State at large, and it adds 10 to--

Mr. COCKRELL. By whom are they appointed from each 
State? 

Mr. PROCTOR. They are all appointed by the President. 
Mr. HALE. They are Senatorial appointments, of course. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I am trying to get at the actual facts. They 

are all appointed nominally by the President, but it is simply giv
ing each 8enator an appointment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I presume they will be appointed on the rec· 
ommendation of Senators. · 

Mr. HALE. Does the committee report this provision? 
Mr. COCKRELL. No; it was not put by the committee on this 

bill, and I shall make a point of order against it at the proper time. 
Mr. SEWELL. I will state that the committee did report it on 

another bill, after full discussion, and when we came to put it on 
th1s bill, knowing that the other bill would not pas3 at the pres
ent session, the committee declined to report it. It authorized 
me to report 50, which would be an addition of 30 to the Presi
dent's appointees. 

l\lr. HALE. If the Senator insists on this amendment, I shall 
make a point of order against the whole section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And I hope the point of order will be sus-
tained. · 

.Mr. SEWELL. I trust the · Senator from Vermont will not 
insist on the amendment under the circumstances. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if I may be allowed to say a 
word, I hope if we legi late on this subject at all we will provide 
not that the President shall appoint 50, as the committee amend
ment _provides, but that there shall be the same provision that 
was in the Army appropriation bill, which contemplated two from 
each 8tate as I understood it. I think that would secure a distri
bution of the cadets. 

Mr. SEWELL. It was in the organization bill, which has not 
passed the House, and is not likely to pass at this session. 

Mr. HALE. I shall be constrained then to make the point of 
order. 

Mr. FORAKER. There is no parliamentary objection I hope 
to putting it in the same form here that we had it in the Army 
organization bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Maine is going to make a 
point of order we had better not try to put it in. 

Mr. FOR.AKER. I would rather have the noint of order made 
than to have 50 appointed by the President in the way provided 
here. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is absolutely essential that we shall have 
some increase in the number of cadets at West Point. We have 
room for them there, and we have places for them in the Army 
which we can not otherwise fill, I wish to read a statement in 
relation to the matter. 

There are at present 2 vacancies in the Engineer Corps 27 in the cavalry 
17 in the artillery, 74 in the infantry, making a total of 120.' 'rhe graduating 
class numbers 54 cadets. ExaminiJ?g boards hav.e been ordered in every de
p.artment of the A!-·my, so that e~ted men entitled to compete for promo
tion shall be exam.med June 1. It is not known how many this will produce 
but it is not ~xpecte!i to provide anything like the number required. ' 
~he remamder will be drawn from civil life. The provision in the bill 

which recently passed the Senate for increasing the artillery and which will 
probably be passed again early in the next session creates at once 38 vacan
cies if 20 per cent of the increase ta.kes place the first year. This would be 
r epeated each succeeding year until t.he total number are appointed. · 

Taken in connection with the other vacancie arising from r etirements 
deaths, and resignations, the present corps of cadets will not be able to fur~ 
nis~ a sufficient number of graduates to till the engineers, ordnance, and 
artillery-

Lea.ving the question of infantry and cavalry entirely out, and 
they form the largest body of the Army. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, my only purpose in proposing 
this amendmentwas the great need of the Armyformoreeducated 
officers. I was informed a few days since at the Adjutant-General's 
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office that there had been 369 ap'[)ointments to second lieutenancies 
in the Regular Army within the last two years. I was hastily_ 
running over the different regiments, and I find that in the artil
lery (and that is the branch which graduates especially seek) there 
were 42 appointments in that branch, which should be specially 
scientific, from civil life in the last two years. 

In the infantry I did not have time to go through the list, but 
there is about the average, perhaps some more than that, of from 
10 to 13 in ea.ch regiment, and of course there are many vacan
cies. The existing v~ancies which can not be filled from West 
Point ahould be added to the appointments that are already made, 
and the appointments have been so great that quite a number of 
those are already first lieutenants. 

In the First Infantry there are 6 first lieutenants; in the Second, 
5; in the Third, 3; in the Fonrth, 6;1in the Fifth, 3; in the Sixth, 
3; in the Seventh, 3; in the Eighth, 4; in the Ninth, 2; in the 
Tenth, 4; in the Eleventh, 3; and in the Twelfth, 5. That was as 
far as I had time to go in the hurry. There is that number who 
are already first lieutenants and. who have been appointed from 
civil life within the last two years, since the war broke out. It 
seems to me very clear that there is an urgent necessity for more 
educated officers in the Army. 

I do not wish for patronage; I should give it to an examining 
competitive committee; but I think there is excellent reason for 
favoring this method by States rather than by the President at 
large, for this reason: It distributes them all over the country. 
The common cnstom is for Congressmen to appoint them by com
petitive examination, which the appointments at large could not 
well be. It seems to me it is a better system, and the need of more 
is certainly very evident. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Vermont has stated what 
I want to emphasize. I do not wish any patronage; I do not wish 
any responsibility with respect to these appointments; but I recog
nize, as the committee has evidently recognized, that there is an 
urgent necessity for increasing the number of educated officers 
for the Army. I think the number ought to be increased. I do 
not think the increase, in \iew of all the circumstances, provided 
by the amendment now offered by the Senator from Vermont too 
large; and I think it much better to adopt a provision that looks 
to the distribution of these c&dets all over the country than to put 
it in the way that is proposed now, which might not secure that 
distribution. 

I am as heartily in favor of increasing the number of officers as 
the Senator is. I think the number ought to be increased beyond 
what the committee amendment provides. I do not think the 
increase provided by the Senator rrom Vermont is more than it 
should be. I think the distribution is highly important, not in 
the sense of giving patronage, for I do not think anybody would 
care for that; everybody certainly would be glad to be rid of it; 
but as a matter of securing equity and justice for all the States in 
this recognition with respect to the Army. 

Mr. HALE. I do nottllink the figures which the Senator from 
Vermont has given showing appointments from civil life to the 
Army show that things are going wrong. We are in conditions 
where we by a kind of necessity have largely increased the Regu
lar Army. Where it was twenty and odd thousand it is likely to 
be 100 000, and it has got to be built up from the ranks of the 
people: That there have been within the last two or three years 
340 civilian appointments, selected carefully as they have been, is 
to me a merit. It helps in a degree to reconcile me to the increase 
of the Army. I do not believe in going on and increasing West 
Point to a point commensurate with the increase of the Regular 
Army, 

Mi:. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to 
interrupt him? 

:Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I wish to inform the Senator that the Regular 

Army has only been increased a trifle over 2,000 men since I have 
been in Washington. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, well; the Senator, of course, understands that, 
as all of us do. I should like to keep the Regular Army down to 
25,000 men. I have no hope of doing that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. These appointments are in the Regular Army 
of 42 regiments. 

Mr. HALE. It can not be done. An increase of the Regular 
Army is a part of the events we are living in. I shall join with 
anybody to keep it down, so far as we can: but if it is to be in
creased-and it js to be; there is no doubt about that-I am in 
favor of these civilian appointments. 

Now. the committee that has this matter in charge has not re
ported · in favor of Senatorial cadets .. It I?-as repor_te.d a system 
changing the law absolutely-new legislation, prov1dmg for the 
Presidential appointment of 50. I am willing to concede that. I 
am willing to take the ju.dgment of the committee. But now 
another change in the eristing law is proposed, not from the 
committee but by tbe Senator from Vermont individually. Not 
content with the action of the committee of which he is a mem-

ber, he seeks to obtrude on the Senate this feature of Senatorial 
appointments. 

If the Senator insists upon that, or if any Senator insists upon 
it, I shall make the point of order. There is no doubt, I take it, 
about the section itself to which this amendment is moved. I am 
not in favor of Senatorial cadets. I do not want Senators to have 
anything to do with them. 

The Senator from Ohio says he does not want the patronage. 
He can not help it. He will be beset; I know what Ohio is. It is 
a modest State, but there are men in Ohio who want office; there 
are men in Ohio who want cadet appointments; there are men in 
Ohio who wHl turn up unexpectedly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ohio is like Maine in that respect. 
1r. HALE. Undoubtedly. The Senator will find to his disap· 

pointment he will be beset. 
l\fr. FORAKER. lf the Senator will allow me, I have no doubt 

I will have to meet applications of that kind, &nd 1 am willing to 
do it as a matter of duty, not as a matter of preference or choice. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is a busy man, doing a great deal of 
valuable work, and I do not want his time taken up in that way. 

Mr. FORAKER. It does not take a man very long to make a 
choice when the applicant comes from Ohio. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want either him or any Senator to be be· 
de,;iled by Senatorial appointments. I simply say that I am will
ing to take the section and I will not make the point of order on it; 
but if it is sought to be extende<l, as the committee bas not ex· 
tended it, so as to embrace this feature of Senatorial cadets, I shall 
make the point of order that it is general legislation. 

l\Ir. PROCTOR. As I said, it is only the urgent need of the 
Army for more educated officers. The la.st regiment that I looked 
at here is the Twe!fth Infantry, which bas not a single graduate 
among the second lieutenants and there is a small number among 
the first lieutenants. Very soon they will be without a solitary 
educated officer in the higher ranks. 

Mr. HALE. Why did not the committee then report this prop
osition? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The committee did report exactly this amend· 
ment on the organization bill, and the Senate passed it. I do not 
know of any stronger indorsement. 

l\h'. HALE. Why did not the committee report it on this bill? 
Mr. PROCTOR. I can not say. I was out of town when the 

committee met. 1 know that a strong portion of the committee 
favored it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say that I tried to have it reported, but 
the argument on the other side was that if we did not pass the 
Army incr02rn hill we could well wait for an increase of cadets 
until next winter. Therefore I gave way, with an increase for 
the present from twenty to fifty, and agreed to leave out the otb.er 
feature. I do not want the point of order made against it, be· 
cause we want to have what is provided in the bill auy way. 

Mr. HALE. The point of order will not be made if the pro· 
vision is left alone, but if individual members seek to come in and 
extend the scope of the provision the point of order will certainly 
be made. It does not rest with me. 

Mr. SEWELL. Under those circumstances, I wish the Senator 
from Vermont would withdraw his amendment. Does the Senator 
desire to press his amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If he does it may kill the whole section. 
Mr. FORAKER. The inquiry is not addressed to me, I trust, 

although the l::>ena.tor is looking at me as he makes the inquiry. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I would be pleased to have the Senator from 

Ohio answer the inquiry. 
Mr. FORAKER. I would simply say that I would not be co

erced about it. I do not like the attitude of the Senator from 
Maine altogether. Of course, it is his privilege to make-the point 
of order or not make it. I do not mean to use the word in any 
offensive sense. But the Senator says, "Unle~s you accept acer· 
tain number I will makA the point of order," which he can make 
against this number just as well. 

Mr. HALE. I do not say " unless the Senate consents to a cer
tain number." I have not selected the number ; the committee 
has. I find a provision in the bill and I am willing to take it but 
I am not willing that it should be extended. I did not select the 
number. 

:Mr. FOR.AKER. It is true the Senator did not, but he says 
unless we accept the nmµber the committee have reported. Now, 
the committee made a former report in connection with another 
bill, and the report they then made was for the larger number 
provided for by the amendment now offered by the Senator from 
Vermont. It certainly is conceded here-the committee before it 
reported to the Senate so voted, and the letter just read by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELLl shows the truth of it
that the Army needs all the educated officers provided for by the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. I think that 
is the provision that ought to be adopted, and I hope the Senator 
from Maine will not press a point of order and will not tell us that 
unless we yield to the view he entertains, he will make a point of 
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order and make it impossible for us to legislate on the subject at 
all; for if the point of order is made in the one case, it may be made 
in the other, and we will have then to resort to original legialation 
providing just what the Senate wants or we'will not have any
thing. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not know whether the point 
of order has been made or not, but this is a bill providing for the 
pay and education of cadets. It seems to me that it is strictly in 
order on the bill making the appropriation for cadets to increase 
or diminish the number. The whole bill is for them. It is a 
change of existing law, it is true, but as the Chair pointed out the 
other day, that is the rule of the Honse, not of the Senate. The 
rule of the Senate is general legislation. Certainly if there is 
anything appropriate to a bill for the West Point Academy, "it is 
an amendment relating to the number of cadets to be educated 
and paid for. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I make the point of order, or shall 
make it, that it is general legislation. If there was not a general 
law on the general statutes fixing the number of cadets, my point 
of order would be good for nothing. It is just as good a point of 
order as it would be if the .committee should come in when the 
law declares that the Regular Army shall consist of 25,000 men 
and report an amendment making it 100,000 men. Would there 
be any doubt that that was general legislation? Is not the size 
of the Army general legislation? Is not the number of cadets 
already fixed by law general legislation? It is not like a matter 
of a naval appropriation, where there is no law fixing the number 
of ships, but the statute fixing the number of cadets-it is ju.st as 
clearly general legislation as any general provision of law that 
there is on the statute book. I make the point of order, if I am 
constrained to mfl,ke it by the Senator from Vermont, that it is 
general legislation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we have changed the numbers of 
the Army on appropriation bills. We have changed the numbers 
of the Navy on appropriation bills. The Navy is fixed by an ap
propriation bill just as much as by any other law. An appropri
ation bill itself is a law. If one appropriation bill fixes a navy 
to be 20,000 men, that is the law fixing the number of the Navy, 
and the next appropriation bill amends it; and we have amended 
the Army in the same way. 

Mr. HALE. The point of order has been raised; and we have 
never on the Army appropriation bill raised the numbers of the 
Regular Army that are fixed by law. 

Mr. SEWELL. But we have in the case of West Point. We 
have changed everything there by an appropriation bilL 

Mr. HALE. Because nobody has objected. 
Mr. SEWELL. We have not had general legislation there for 

years. 
M.r. HALE. It was done because nobody object.ad. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Some of us have been taught that we never 

have general legislation on appropriation bills, and so the point of 
order was not made. 

Mr. SEWELL. The West Point Academy bill has been unique 
in character. It has all been done by the appropriation bills. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Vermont insists on his amend
ment I must make the point of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to add to the point of order another 
item or objection. This is a clause proposed to an appropriation 
bill that will increase necessarily the expenditures, and it has not 
been estimated for by the head of any Department or reported by 
any committee. 

Mr. HAL.E. Is that true? 
Mr. COCKRELL (reading): 
And no amendments shall be received to any genera.I appropl'iation bill the 

effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the 
bill or to add a new item of appropriation. . 

As a matter of course, necessarily if we have additional cadets 
we have got to have an additional appropriation. 

1tfr. HALE. Has not this been estimated for by the Depart
ment? 

l\Ir. COCKRELL. It has not. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What was the Senator read- . 

ing from? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I was reading from Rule XVI. 
Mr. FORAKER. It has been reported by the committee and it 

has been adopted once by the Senate. · 
Mr. COCK.RELL. Not on an appropriation bill. That was in

dependent legislation. 
Mr. PROCTOR. It lias been recommended by the Secretary of 

War and acted upon by the entire ]}filitary Committee, without 
objection, and passed the Senate without a division. 

Mr. HALE. Has it passed the other House? 
Mr. PROCTOR. No; it is still pending in the committee in 

the House, not having been reported to the House. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I did not understand the Senator from Ver

mont to say that the Committee on Military Affairs had recom
mended this as an amendment to this appropriation bill. 

'\ 
Mr. FORAKER. No; nobody has said that, but it is contended 

that it is not necessary that an amendment shall be reported as 
an amendment to a particular bill. The purpose of the rule, as 
some of ns at least understand it, is to secure a consideration by 
a committee of a certain proposition-to wit, the proposition in
volved in the amendment-and that proposition has been consid· 
ered in the committee and reported favorably to the Senate, and 
it has passed the Senate by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. HALE. That does not makeit general legislation. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am not talking as to that point now. I am 

talking as to the question of the amendment having been consid
ered by the committee. · 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not see any force in the 
proposition of the Senator from Missouri. Clause 2 of Rule XVI 
reads: 

All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appro
priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropria.tio~ 
shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Commit
tee on Appropriations. 

That amendm.ent, which was reported from the committee, has 
met all those propositions, because the Committee on :Military 
Affairs is now a. committee on appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'rhat applies to the committee's 
amendment, but not to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely. I was speaking solely of the amend
ment of the committee, which I hold to be in order. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, it is competent for any Senator to 
move to amend a committee amendment~ The committee propose 
an amendment, and the Senator from Vermont moves to amend 
that amendment by substituting another provision for the amend
ment. Surely that is in order. 

.Mr. COCKRELL. That is an independent proposition, not re
ported from any committee, and amenable to the objection that it 
is general legislation and contrary to the provisions of the rule. 

Mr. FORAKER. In answer to that, I desire to say that it has 
been reported by a committee. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. But not as an amendment to this bill. The 
Military Committee never recommended this amendment to go on 
this bill. 

Mr. HALE. The point has not been reached yet. Even if the 
amendment is in order, I do not think it is general legislation; but 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont is not in order, be
cause it irrcreases an amendment already reported. That is spe
cifically provided for in the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the point of order been 
ma.de against the amendment offered by the Senator from Ver
mont [.Mr. PROCTOR]? . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; Imakethepointoforderagaiustit. 
Mr. HALE. I made the point of order against it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 

of order. 
Mr. ALLEN. I desire to offer an amendment, in section 4, on 

page 32, line 9, after the word" froni," where it occurs the seconQ. 
time, to insert the words "the several States of;" in line 10, after 
the word "States," to strike out "at large;" and in the same line, 
after the word ''President," to insert "on selection and recom· 
mendation of the Senators of the respective States." 

That does not increase the number, and it does not increase the 
appropriation to carry out the provisions of this act, but puts the 
selection of these cadets in the hands of the Senators of the sev
eral States. Under this amendment as it now stands the Presi· 
dent of the United States can take every one of these 50 persons 
from the District of Columbia or from any State or Teuitory; he 
can take them all from Massachusetts, if he wants to, or all from 
Rhod~ Island, if he wants to, and ignore every other foot of terri
tory in the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask the Senat-Or if he would provide 
any method of distributingthem? · 

Mr. ALLEN. I would. 
Mr.HAWLEY. You can not distribute 50 a.mong90verywell. 
Mr. ALLEN. The appointments can be divided properly, and 

even better in that case than they are now. 
The real animus of this amendment is to establish an aristoc· 

racy in the Regular Army. That is its purpose. The purpose of 
this amendment is to permit the sons of officers in the Regular 
Army to succeed their fathers in the .Army by appointment 
through the agency of the President. That has been the tendency 
of affairs heretofore; and, indeed, that has gone so far that less 
than three years ago an officer of the Regular Army, in this city, 
said that he thought the time had come when the rank held by 
the father in the Regular Army ought to become hereditary in 
this counti·y and pass to the son by virtue of that fact. 

Mr. SEWELL. Do I understand the Senator to say that, the 
father holding the rank, it would not be proper to appoint the son 
if the father had been killed in battle? 
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Mr. ALLEN. · If the son is competent and fitted for it, all right. 
Mr. SEWELL. Appointments in the Army and the Navy have 

always been given to tbe President, but they a.re limited in their 
number and are generally given as a reward for gallantry in the 
field or for distinguished service. 

Mr. ALLEN. The son has no right to receive an appointment 
on account of his father. 

Mr. SEWELL. These appointments are made in this manner 
because the sons of officers can not otherwise secure an appoint
ment by reason of not having any Congressional district and be
cause of their living in the Army. Therefore it is perfectly proper 
that the President should have the right to reward the sons of 
distinguished and gallant officers. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Jersey reveals exactly 
what I said just now, that this is true as to the sons ofofficersregard
less of the question of their fitness. What is the use of taking a 
pine stick and appointing him in the Army or to any other place 
simply because his father was an officer of the Army? 

Mr. SEWELL. You might say the same as to appointments 
from civil life. It is supposed the son of a captain in the Navy or 
the son of a colonel in the Army is likely to be just as good as any 
other boy in the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. You propose to shut out by this amendment every 
worthy and competent boy in the United States who does not de
rive his parentage from an officer in the Army or in the Navy. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not. I was in favor of giving 90 appoint
ments to the States at large. I voted for it, and we reported a bill 
for it; but it has not pa~sed the House. When we came to go over 
the question again, a majority of the Senate committee wa-s op
posed to it on the ground of not having passed the artillery bill, 
which would require more cadets than any other branch of the 
Army. and that we had better wait until next winter. I shall 
be in favor of it next winter on the general reorganization bill. 
· Mr. ALLEN. As to men who have risen to eminent distinction 
in the Army and Navy of the United i$tates, I do not know of a 
single instance where they were the sons of eminent men, includ
ing my distinguished friend in charge of this bill. I call upon 
him or any other Senator to point to an instance in all the history 
of this great Republic of ours-there may be a singler, isolated in
stance-where the son of a man who had become eminent in the 
Army or in the Navy ever himself became eminent or even efficient. 

Mr. SEWELL. I deny that proposition. · 
· Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to give the Senator one case. 
He says there may be a solitary instance. I presume there are a 
·great many cases. I instance the case in the Navy of the Self
ridges. Admiral Selfridge, who is now at the age of 95 years. is 
.On the retired list, and his son, who is also an admiral~ is on the 
retired list. There are these two Selfridges on the retired list and 
a son in the service, all 8plendid officers. 

Does not the Senator believe that the Eons of Army and · Navy 
officers are just as likely to be efficient and to make good officers 
in the Army and Navy as the sons of civilians? 

.Mr. LODGE. There is another most conspicuous instance of 
Admiral Porter, whose father was Commodore Porter in the war 
of 1812. 
· Mr. ALLEN. From Paul Jones down to Dewey, Farragut, 
Perry, and all of them, and there is not a single in'Btance where 
the father was eminent in military or naval life. So you may take 
our Army from George Washington to the present distinguished 
Commander in Chief, and there is not a s4J.gle instance in which 
the father was an eminent man in military life-not one. The 
reverse is true. They were all tbe sons of humble men who had 
no distinction in militaJ;y life at all. Now you propose to follow 
out this nai:nby-pambyidea that the R~gular Ar~y and t~e Navy 
must be pandered to and the son appomted by virtue of hIS birth, 
and not in consequence of his merit; he must pass into the. ranks 
occupied by his father, when all the meritorious boys all over this 
country, having natural military and naval instincts and aptitude, 
'are to be denied by this provision. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What makes the Senat<:>r say that these ap
pointments are to be made from the sons of Army and Navy 
officers? 

Mr. ALLEN. Because I know that is the way it ha.a been done 
heretofore. That is the animus or purpose of this amendment. 

l\!r. CHANDLER. Could not Mr. Bryan be trusted to do jus
tice by the sons of the prairies of Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not propose to engage in any discussion 
with the Senator from New Hampshire about Mr. Bryan. I 
think the Senator belittles himself, and every other Senator on 
that side of the Chamber belittles himself, when, on every pretext, 
specious as it js, he undertakes t_o force the name of Mr. Bryan 
into the discussion here in this Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw Mr. Bryan. 
Mr. ALLEN. I have spoken of the President of the United 

St.ates with respect--
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes; you may have two words. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator argues as if there was some
thing in the law to compel the President of the United States to 
give these appointments to the sons of Army and Navy officers. 
The President does it in certain cases, because the Army and Navy 
officers generally are not able to get their sons in from the Con
gressional districts; but there is no law to that effect. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why should they? 
Mr. CHANDLER. And any President ought to be trusted to 

make these selections. The Senator seems to be creating the im
pression that the law requires this to be done. 

Mr. A,LLEN. I do not create any impression of that kind. 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Sena.tor will permit me, I will 

mer~ly say that in the absence of law the custom is precisely as 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] states it: and I have no 
doubt that if the number to be appointed by the President is in
creased, they will be appointed from the sons of distinguished 
military and naval officers. · 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not the slightest doubt about it. That 
is the purpose. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] ad
mits it; and there is no controversy about it. 

I want to say once for all that this constant running the name 
of Mr. Bryan into discussion here belittles Senators who do it. 
Mr. Bryan is a private citizen of the United States; he is denied 
the privileges of this floor; he is not here to answer for himself. 
If he were, Senators would hesitate a little, perhaps. more than 
they now do, in speaking his name as they do. 

I am not the political friend of the President of the United 
States. He does not believe in the policy in which I believe. I 
.will do everything in my power to defeat him at the "Polls this fall, 
and will do it honestly and conscientiously; and yet, Mr. Presi
dent, I have never mentioned in this Chamber. the name of the 
distinguished gentleman who occupies the White House, except 
in the most kindly terms, and I would not suffer myself to do it. 
I have never brought his name into a discussion in this Chamber, 
and I shall not d.o so now. I trust that self-respect and the or
dinary decencies and proprieties and amenities of life will induce 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to refrain from 
throwing Mr. Bryan's name 'into discussion here as if they were 
kicking a football into the arena. 

The Senator from New Hampshire who was last on his feet 
[Mr. 'GALLINGER], with his usual candor and his usual truthful
ness, admits that the purpose of this amendment is to put this 
power into the hands of the President of the United States; I care 
not who he may be. The present occupant of the White House 
is not like She, who must be obeyed, as written by Haggard; he 
can not live two thousand years; he can not always be President 
of the United States. In the course of time that distinguished 
gentleman will retire to private life and another man will be 
President of the United States. We can not take it for granted 
that this provision will not be abused at some time if it becomes 
a permanent law of the United States. 

I ask again, Why do you desire to build up an aristocracy in the 
Navy or the Army of the United States? 

Are not thousands and millions of poor boys scattered through 
the workshops and farms of this country entitled as much to the 
consideration of Congress, and as much entitled to admission to 
the Military and Naval Academies, if they show themselves com
petent, as the boys who simply have the fortune, or the misfor
tune, whichever it may be, of being the sons of men who have 
occupied or who do occupy official position in these branches of 
the public service? Why should the little boy raised on the farm, 
with good health and good education, with military aptitudes or 
naval aptitudes, possessing all the qualifications that a boy conld 
possess for one of these lines of service, be denied it because he is 
the son of a peasant, perhaps, and the son of some man who is 
loaded from head to foot with gold lace, by reason of that fact, be 
permitted to take his place? 

We have reached a period, Mr. President, when it is but a step, 
and a short one, from modern republicanism to a crown; and this 
is one of the steps that is being taken. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend the amendment proposed 
by the committee by inserting, on page 32, in section 4, line 10, 
after the words "at large,"the following: 

Not more than two of whom shall be appointed from the same State. 
So that the sentence will read: 
That the corps of cadets shall consist of one from each Congressional dis

trict, one from each Territory, one from the District of Columbia, and fifty 
from the United States at large, not more than two of whom shall be ap
pointed from the same State. 

Mr. SEWELL. I "\fill accept that suggestion. 
Mr. FORA.KER. The purpose of that amendment is to secure 

the distribution of these appointments all over the country. 
Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator to say" not more than 

two of whom shall be appointed from any State, Territory, or 
District." 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will observe the language of 
the section, it already provides that there shall be "one from each 

~·. 
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Territory, one from the District of Columbia, and fifty from the 
United States at large." 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator accept an amendment that 
these appointments shall be made upon the recommendation of 
the Senators from the States? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not care for that. That would look as 
though we were trying to get the appointments into our hands. 
I do not care for that, and I do not want to bother with it. What 
I am-trying to do is to secure an equitable distribution of these 
appointments. 

Mr. ALLEN. We do that as respects the others. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 
Mr. FORAKER. That is another matter altogether. 
Mr. ALLEN. Would not the same practice be followed in the 

selection of these cadets? 
Mr. SEWELL. Allow me to say that I will accept the amend

ment suggested by the Senator from Ohio, provided that it does 
not include the suggestion of the .Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] about somebody recommending the appointments to the 
President. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply want to have a fair understanding 
about this matter. I am not going to object to this capriciously; 
but if this amendment of the Senator from Ohio is accepted and 
becomes the law, is it the understanding of the committee that 
the same rule will be followed, so far as it can be, in the selection 
of these fifty cadets, that is followed in the selection of those from 
the Congressional districts? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no doubt it would be, but I am not 
concerned about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I protest against any understanding of that 
klnd. The Constitution of our country vests in the President the 
sole appointing power. It is not right that the Senate should un
dertake to encroach upon the appointing power by grabbing at a 
little patronage for each Senator, so as to have a cadet at West 
Point. I think it is small business for the Senate to engage in, 
seeking to have the privilege of designating some one to attend 
the West Point Academy. 

Mr. FOR.A.KER. i ·hope the Senator from Missouri does not 
apply any of that remark to me. • 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not apply it to anybody. I say the 
Senate. 

Mr. FOR.AKER. The- Senator must imagine that there is a 
necessity for saying it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a necessity because of this propo
sition. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have said from the beginning that I do not 
want to have anything to do with these appointments, except 
only as it may be necessary to discharge a responsible duty; but 
I do think that the number of cadets to be educated at West Point 
ought to be increased, and I do think that they ought to be 
equitably distributed, when it comes to the. making of the ap
pointments, over the whole country. That is the only purpose I 
have in view. I shall be glad to turn over to somebody else the 
selection of the appointments coming to Ohio. 
- Mr. COCKRELL. It is claimed that there is a great demand 
for additional cadets and that three or four hundred junior of
ficers have been appointed. What harm has been done? Whence 
did they come? From the walks of civil life. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I would say, in 
answer to the inquiry he has made as to what harm has come 
from the appointments, that I am not on the Military Committee 
and do not have as accurate jnformation as the members of that 
committee probably have; but it has come to me that a great 
number of the appointees from civil life, especially in the artillery 
corps, have ueen. compelled-or rather it has been found necessary, 
I will say, to send them to technical schools to be educated before 
they could satisfactorily discharge the duties of officers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is done with the graduates of West 
Point. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not, except only as t.hey are given a post
graduate course, which is· provided for. I believe in the education 
that the cadets receive at West Point. I believe it is an efficient 
education. I believe they turn out good officers there. I do not 
believe, however, that they there learn everything necessary to a 
thorough understanding of the art of war, and therefore I believe 
in the propriety of providing th~ post-graduate course, to which 
the Senator from Missouri must have reference; but I do not be
lieve that we ought to appoint from civil life officers to take charge 
of these guns, that are of fine, delicate, and difficult mechanism, 
and then find it necessary to send them off to be educated before 
they can discharge the duties of officers. I think it is our duty 
here and now to provide for a proper education of the men who 
are to command the soldiers of the Republic. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me 
now? -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] is recognized. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to get permission of the Senator from 
Ohio. · 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempor~. ·noes the Senator from Mis

souri yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Not if the Senator wishes to make another 

speech. He can make that after I get through. 
Mr. FORAKER. I wanted to ask the Senator a question. I 

had the floor and was addressing the Senate when the Senator in
terrupted me. I did not yield the floor to hi.m. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not so understand it; but, however, I 
ask if I may proceed now? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have nothing to do with your privileges in 
the Senate, and I do not appreciate .the inquiry. I think it is en
tirely unnecessary and gratuitous. _ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I do not believe there is any 
urgent necessity just at this time that there should be such an 
enormous increase in the appointments at West Point. What 
have we to-day? We have over 100,000 men and we have some 
of the brightest and most reliable young men in this whole nation 
now in the ranks of the Army as sergeants and as first lieutenants. 
They are in the volunteer service, which expires on the 1st of July, 
1901. When that time comes they will want .appointment.a in the 
Army; they will have the practical education for it, and an expe
rience that is worth more than an education at West Point. They 
will be expecting ap_pointments. 
. Then what will your appointments of cadets do to supply defi
ciencies? It will take four years before one of them can be grad
uated; and if he is appointed now it will be five years before he 
can go out as a graduate from West Point. So there.is no press
ing necessity now for this amendment, and I do not believe that 
under the Constitution and our system of government the Senate 
ought to attempt to control these appointments. I believe that 
belongs to the ~ppointing power. We do not control the appoint
ments of the cadets from the Congressional districts. The Presi
dent appoints them. It is simply a matter of discretion with him 
as to whether he appoints the cadet who is recommended by the 
Representative of a particular district or not. There is no law 
requiring him to do it. I do not know what the President would 
do if this amendment were adopted, whether he would consult 
Senators or not. I do not think he ought to do so. So far as I am 
concerned, I do not want to be consulted in such a case as that. I 
believe it is better that no such consultation should be had; and 
I would oppose anything that would be recognized and could be 
presented to the President as the understanding of the Senate that 
we were to name these appointees. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there would have been no friction 
about this matter, and the bill would have passed an hour ago just 
as the committee intrnsted with it reported it; but there are cer
tain Senators here who do not believe in the feature of Senatorial 
cadets. They think it is unseemly, whether.it is done directly or 
in the form of an amendment, that the Senate should scramble 
for patronage. We have wasted an hour here simply because the 
committee amendments reported by the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SEWELL] who has charge of the bill were not let alone. I did 
not touch them; theSenatorfromMissouri [Mr.COCK.RELL] did not 
touch them; the Senator from New Jersey in charge of the bill 
did not touch them. 

We were willing to take the action of the committee as con
servative action, which it is, of course, to a certain extent; and if 
it had not been interfered with and the committee amendments 
sought to be changed, there would have been no discussion and 
no friction. I must object, for one, whether voted down or not, 
against the spectacle of the Senate seeming to scramble for the 
appointment of a cadet or two cadets for each Senator. It is not 
seemly. We ought to acquiesce in the action of the Senate com-
mittee. . 

Mr. ALLEN. Who is scrambling for patronage here? 
Mr. HALE. Any man, I do not care in what form he puts it,• 

who wants to take away these appointments from the President 
and provide for two cadets at large from each State or one from 
each State, knows what it means is that they shall be ~natorial 
appointments. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Maine is doing himself 
an injustice by undertaking to put our view of this matter upon 
some selfish claim of patronage. I know, so far as I am concerned, 
I would not appoint one of these fellows if I had an opportunity 
to do so. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator would have to do so. 
Mr. ALLEN. I am not a worshiper of West Point, as the Sen

ator from Maine is. 
Mr. HALE. If the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

Vermont is: insisted upon and passes, the Senator will have to ap
point cadets. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not do so. 
.Mr. HALE. If the President should consult--the Senator about 

the matter, be could not help it. 

• 
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Mr. ALLEN. I.would not do so. 
Mr. HALE. There would be so many applications, I want to 

say to tbe Senator, that he would not be able to avoid it. 
.Mr. ALLEN. The President of the United States is not big 

enough to compel me to do what I do not want to do. 
l\Ir. HALE. If the bill is insisted upon just as it was reported, 

there will not be a word against it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by 

the Senator from Ohio will be stated. -
Mr. FORAKER. I want to say a word in answer to the re

marks just made by the Senator from Maine. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator allow the 

amendment to be first stated? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
The SECRET.A.RY. On page 32, in section 4, line 10, after tho 

words "at large," it is proposed to insert •'not more than two of 
whom shall be appointed from the same State." 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know exactly what the purpose of 
the Senator from Maine was in attributing to Senat-0rs motives 
which they have disclaimed. Certainly it is no offense for a Sen
ator to differ with another Senator as to a proposition that comes 
before this body for consideration, and it ought not to be any 
offense for Senators to dissent to a proposition emanating from a 
committee. We are all here, I take it, to act upon our sense of 
responsibility and our sense of duty; and when Senators impute 
to others an improper motive or unworthy motive, as that we are 
scrambling for patronage, I can only say t1iat such a thought 
could originate only with a man who is capable of doing it him
self. I have no such purpose. I have had no such thought. I dG 
not want to send anybody to West Point. I have no candidates 
applying to me, and I have nobody I want·to favor. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask-
Mr. FORAKER. And I repudiate and resent the idea that we 

can not be allowed to express our own opinions here without being 
made the subject of r emarks of that character. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, Mr. President, my remarks have not bern se
vere. I could have made them a great deal more severe. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Suppose you try it? 
Mr. HALE. I want to ask the Senator what reason he has for 

this? If the President in his discretion should choose to appoint 
more than two of these from one State, what reason is there why 
he should not do so? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have stated it several times. 
Mr. HALE. I have not heard the Senator. 
Mr. FORAKER. It was urged here, in opposition to the amend

ment proposed by the committee, that an undue number might 
be ta.ken from a. particular State. It occurred to me-I m <ty be in 
error about it. but certainly I am entitled to my opinion and to 
present it to the Senate-that it would be better to have these ap· 
pointments distributed over the whole of the 45 States of the 
Union, and therefore it seemed to me that it would be an appro. 
priate amendment to submit, and I submitted it in good faith. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly 
Mr. FORAKER. It was to avoid the ta.king of an nndue num

ber from any pai·ticular State, and to distribute them over all the 
States. It can not be possible that you can not find at least one 
man in each of the forty-five States who would make a competent 
and worthy cadet at West Point. I believe in giving every State 
an opportunity. 

Mr. HALE. Is not the President likely to do that? 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will say to the Senator, no. 
Mr. FORAKER. 1 do not know whether the President is likely 

to do it or not. He can or can not do it, just as he sees fit; but I 
do not believe in intrusting it to the President to select from 
where he pleases, except subject to proper limitations. 
· I did not think of the matter until it was suggested here, on 
the floor of the Senate, in this debate. I thought it was a good 
suggestion. I thought it was one we might with propriety incor-

orate in this bill, and that we might do it without being charged 
with having unnecessarily taken an hour of time. I notice that 
the Senator from Maine, when other people differ with him and 
take a little time, is always ready to talk about a waste of time 
and to say it might have been avoided if we had accepted the 
action of the committee and had adopted his particula1· views 
about it. 

Mr. HALE. I have not suggested any views. I am in fa.
vo1·--

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Maine stated that we had 
wasted an hour, which might havP. been saved if we had accepted 
the action of the committee, but that Senators had insisted upon 
differing with the committee and upon differing with the distin
guished Senator from Maine. I shall differ with the Senator from 
.Maine when I see fit. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think I stated that I thought the time 
was wasted, but I have a grave feeling that it has been. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not yielded to the Senator, and I have 
not heard what he said, . I will hear him. 

Mr. HALE. I am not criticising the Senator from Ohio. He 
is not a man who unduiy uses up the time of the Senate or :makes 
unduly long speeches. But I certainly had a right to feel as I did, 
particularly when the amendment which arrested the progress of 
the bill and used the hour that has been well ta.ken, I will say, in· 
stead of wasted, cleaTly meant Senatorial appointments. I had a 
right to call attention to that, and to say that I did not think it 
was a seemly thing for the Senate. I did not mean to say that 
any Senator could not favor that and make a speech for it, l;l nt I 
thought it was an unseemly thing for the Senate to seem to be 
scrambling for. these appointments. That does not cut off the 
Senator from Ohio or the Senator from Vermont, and it was a 
very proper and a very suitable remark for ine to make and I 
still hold to that opinion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I stated at the outset of this debate that I 
had no such intention and no such desire; but that does not seem 
to satisfy the Senator from Maine. He wants to go on insisting 
upon a suggestion as to motive that he knows is offensive to other 
Senators. I do not think the Senator ought to do it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me a 
moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. . 
:Mr. GALLINGER. A while ago there were a hundred or two 

hundred second lieutenants to be appointed in the Army. I hap· 
pen to know that a good many Senators who are imputing wrong. 
motive.a to certain other Senators and talking about Senatorial 
patronage traveled to the White House quite as often as I did to 
see that they got some of those appointments. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. I think a good many Senators here, and 
some of them speaking in opposition, have been to the White 
House a good deal oftener than I have been there. I am not 
troubled about patronage. I am not scrambling for anything, I 
trust. But I do believe in West Point education for the officers of 
our Army, and I do believe that we need more educated officers 
in the Army than this bill provides for. I should like to see the 
whole number provided, and I am perfectly willing that it may 
be provided here that Senators shall not recommend at all or have 
anything to do with it, so far as I am concerned. That is not 
what I want. I want to see enough officers educated to meet the 
demands of the Ai·my, and I want to get rid of the condition of 
things which we witness now of appointees to official positions 
from civil life being relieved from duty in order that they may go 
to a school of instruction and become instructed, so that they may 
command the men whom they have been appointed to command 
and do the duties they ought to be qualified to do as officers. That 
is the only purpose I have in view, I think it a commendable pur
pose, and I insist upon it. . 

Mr. SEWELL. I hope we may now dispose of the bill. 
lli. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I will take only a moment. 

My disposition would be to answer the Senator from Maine more, 
forcibly, if it we1·e possible, than the Senator from Ohio did, but 
as it is not in my power, I am g1ad to leave him to the tender 
mercies of that Senator. I disclaim any purpose of seeking pat4 

ronage in proposing this amendment. I considered it perfectly 
proper and legitimate to propose an amendment identical with 
that which bas been recommended unanimonsly from the Mili
tary Affairs Committee and which passed the Senate, and 1.~ow
ing the urgen't need of the Army for more educated officers. 

·The system of distributing them among the States is in accord
ance with the policy of the present law. The law, to be sure, 
gives the ap1Jointment of all to the President, but custom has 
given one to each Representative. The recommendation comes 
from each Representative. It is merely carrying out the present 
theory ancl custom to give two at large. So far as I may have 
to do with the patronage, the custom in my State, which I should 
certainly carry out, is to have a competitive ·examination. I 
think it is a much better system to distribute these ap-pointments 
thl'Ongh the different States, and I think we would get better ap
pointments than to have them all at large. 

Appointments to cadetships are sought for even more than an 
appointment to high rank in the Army. There will be hundreds 
of applications for these positions. Everybody who has no chance 
to get it from bis own State will apply to the President. I for 
one think the amendment proposed by the Sena.tor from Ohio is a 
wise one. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not propose, so far as I am 
concerned, to be shaken aside and to rest under the imputation 
expressed by the Senator from Maine. It is to be regretted that a 
Senator can not differ with that Senator or his associates without 
being classified as a man of sordid purposes and aims. The Sen
ator says that the bill could have passed here long a~o if these 
amendments had not been proposed. What is the bill here for? 
Is it here to be passed exactly as the committee recommends it, 
regardless of the wishes of a majority of thi13 Chamber? Are all 
of us who do not serve upon the Committee on Military Affairs to 
sit down and fold onr hands and witness the passage of this bill 
literally as reported, without protest and without vote, or is it here 
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for the purpose of being analyzed by Senators, and for the purpose 
of being amended if, in their best judgment, its provisions as re
ported are not right? 

The number of Presidential appointees have been increased, I 
think, some 20 to 30, In the first place, there is no excuse offered 
for that increase, No man bas offered a reason. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator from Nebraska is mistaken. The 
number is 20 now. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say 20 to 30. Noman has offered a reason why 
the increase should be 150 per cent in these Presidential appointees. 
As a matter of fact, there is no reason, in my judgment, except 
that reason which has been disclosed here of providing soft jobs 
for the sons of officers. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not want the Senator from Nebraska to 
make such a mistake. I gave the reason for the increase. I gave 
the Department reasons, that with this increase it would not do 
for more than one or two branches of the service; that the cavah·y 
and infantry would still be without a cadet next year. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing to take the Senator's state
ment as expressive of his views, and I have no doubt he expresses 
his views honestly and conscientiously, as he always does intelli
gently, but the suspicion is upon my mind, and it amounts to a 
conviction to me, that underlying this provision of the law is the 
purpose of transferring almost one-half of the membership of 
West Point into the hands of the sons of officers of the Regular 
Army. I want to protest against it as unrepublican and un
American. It is proposed to build up an aristocracy here that 
will smell to heaven, so that the man in the moon as he passes 
over here will have to hold his nose. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator also knows that the appointees to 
West Point come from the Representatives of the districts and 
the Delegates-350 or more. 

Mr. ALLEN. The best soldiers this country ever had, or ever 
will have, are the volunteer soldiers from the different States and 
Territories. Who made more blunders during the civil war than 
the graduates of West Point? Who left" more gaps in their 
armies, of two and three hundred yards, a quarter of a mile, so 
that the enemy might pour through unrestricted, on a dozen 
battlefields, than the graduates of West Point? Good, fair, in
telligent citizens put upon a horse in command of an army would 
not be guilty of such a blunder. I am not going to call names, 
but I could stand here and call those names, if it were proper to 
do so. · 

I am not an enemy of this acaderpy. I believe in the necessity 
of educating young men and forming the nucleus for a great 
army. I believe that yearly a certain number of students should 
be educated at this academy and the Naval Academy, but I do 
not believe in educating one man more at the expense of the Gov-

' ernment than is necessary to go out in time of war and become 
an instrument in drilling and educating an army. 

No man has ever yet pointed out a reason why the President 
should have this power except that be desired the power. It is a 
power that belongs to the people. They have a right, through 
their representatives, to say who shall represent them in the 
::Military and Naval academies, as they have a r.ight to say who 
shall represent them in the Executive Mansion and in the branches 
of Congress and in other branches of the public service. If the 
Senator from New Jersey will accept the amendment of the Sen
ator from Ohio I shall have nothing further to say. 

Mr. SEWELL. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 

accepts the modified committee amendment by accepting that. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I understand that section 

4 is not necessary or essential to the bill. The law as it stands to
day provides for the number of cadet8at West Point and the man
ner in which they shall be appointed. Therefore this must be gen
eral legislation, and I make the point of order against section 4 of 
the bill that i.t proposes general legislation A.nd is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chafr is of the opinion 
that the committee which had charge of the West Point appropria
tion bill were authorized to report such an amendment as this, 
and that it is not open to the objection that it is general legisla
tion. It is open to the objection, if it were in the House, that it 
changes existing law. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am opposed to the paragraph largely 
for the rea.sons given by the Senator from Nebraska. I have been 
a member of the Senate about eleven years, and I was for two 
years a member of the House of Representatives, and no person 
was ever appointed either to West Point or to the )fa val Academy 
at Annapolis upon my recommendation. I never had or sought 
any patronage whatever in that direction. Yet I believe that the 
cadets should be chosen from the different States and from the 
body of our people. I do not believe we ought to build up in this 
country a military class. I believe it is contrary to the genius of 
our institntions and absolutely unnecessary. 

The soldiers of a republic should fight only for the defense of 
thefr homes and the defense of their country, The soldiers of a 
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republic should never be enlisted for conquest or for the subjec
tion of any other people in the world. Therefore, the necessity 
with us for a standing army does not exist, except the skeleton, ~ 
perhaps, of a standing army or a small body of troops to do the 
police duty of the country. The volunteers can do all the fight
ing a republic should ever do. That they can do better fighting 
than any other class of men in the world is proved by the won
derful exploits · of the farmer soldiers of the South African Re
public. 

If England had outnumbered them but two to one, they would 
have destroyed England~s army before this, and if there was any
thing left of it driven it into the sea. They have only been over
come by mustering an .army of ov.er ten to one. It did not require 
military training for those men to fight, not only with unparalleled 
courage, but with great ability and great skill, handling their men 
as men were never handled before. So I say the history of the 
world tea~hes us that it is not necessary that a republic should 
maintain a standing army; neither is a military education neces• 
sary to military success and military fame. 

Under this provision we add 50 men each year to the cadets at 
West Point, selected by the President, and they will be from the 
military classes. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me ~o correct him? We 
do not add 50 every year, but 50 every four years. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Well, 50 every four years. 
Mr. SEWELL. Let me say that that is only twelve and a half 

a year, and not a half of those graduate-only about 6 a vear. So 
it adds very few officers to the Army. -

l\Ir. PETTIGREW. We give this power of appointment to the 
President, and they will be selected from the military classes. I 
object to building up a military class in this country. Therefore 
I am opposed to increasing the number of men the President shall 
select. I am not opposed to it because I want any patronage. I 
am not opposed to it because I would have the patronage if it were 
in my reach, for I would leave it to somebody else to bestow. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, what is the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has already 
been agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish the committee in charge of the bill 
would allow section 1319 of the Revised Statutes to remain as it is. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me, before we pass to:any other matter? There are a few words, 
now that the amendment I have offered has been adopted, which 
shou1d be stricken out, in order to make the bill harmonious. I 
call the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill to the fact, 
now that my amendment has been adopted, that the words, in 
line 11, "with the exception of the 50 cadets appointed from 
the United States at large" should be stricken out. The elimina
tion of those words will make it harmonious and consistent. I 
move that they be stricken out. 

1\Ir. SEWELL. That is quite satisfactory. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore . . The amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Ohio will be stated. 
The SECRET.A.RY. In line 11, after the word" shall," it is pro

posed to strike out " with the exception of the 50 cadets appointed 
from the United States at large." 

The amendment to the amendment·was agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish the committee would 

leave out section 5. Cadets now have to be well versed in reading, 
writing, and arithmetic, to have a knowledge of the elements of . 
English grammar, descriptive geography, particularly that of the 
United States, and the history of the United States. That is a 
well-worded statute, and to substitute for it a discretionary exam
ination by the Secretary of War it seems to me is no improve
ment. I wish the committee would omit that section, unless they 
have some yery good reason for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what section does the Sen· 
ator from New Hampshire speak? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Section 5. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 4 has not been agreed 

to. The question is on agreeing to section 4 as amended. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. Did I understand the Chair to put the question 

on agreeing to section 4? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On section 4. 
Mr. BACON. On the question of the adoption of the amend

ment as amended? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As amended. • 
Mr. BACON. I hope we may have a vote on that, but before a 

vote is taken I desire to say a word. Am I in order? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The Chair will regard it as an 

open question. 
l\Ir. BACON. :Mr. President, I do not desire to take any parb 

in the discussion of the abstract question of the propriety of the 
appointment of these additional cadets or of the particular man
ner in which they shall be appointed. In the course of a. short 
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time~ after the conclusion of the term of service now running to 
a close, the soldiers in the Philippine Islands will return to this 
country. I think there is a great deal in the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri with respect to the very large number of 
young men who are now actively engaged in military service in 
the Philippine Islands. No one will question the fact that the 
schooling which they are now receiving will em.inently qualify 
them to fill the positions of lieutenants in the Regular Army when 
their term of service shall expire. They are coming home next 
summer, and a very large proportion of them will desire to remain 
in the Army. 

A very large proportion of those who are now holding commis
sions, as well as those who are noncommissioned officers, will 
naturally think that they should be preferred when the Govern
ment comes to increase the number of second lieutenants in the 
Army. They will be applicants for the positions. They have won 
the right to the consideration of the Government in the selection 
of those who shall be appointed to second lieutenancies, 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator think that such appointees 

should be required to stand an examination? 
Mr. BACON. That is a matter to be determined hereafter 

when we come to deal directly with it. -
Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that be

fore these cadets can be available for service four or five years 
will elapse. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. HARRIS. And in the meantime these lieutenants now in 

the service will have ample opportunities to be provided for with
out any interference. 

Mr. BACON. That may be, but at the same time the number 
of those who will be seeking positions in the Army will be very 
large. I think we can very safely leave this until we come ne:;t 
winter to the question, as we undoubtedly will come to it, in re
spect to what shall be the size of the Army, how many commis
sioned officers we are going to have, how many lieutenants will 
be required. I am in favor of so shaping this matter as to give 
these young men, when they come back from the Philippines, the 
preference. Let them be appointed lieutenants, and there will 
be sufficient time, after they are provided for, to make provision 
for such increase in the number of cadets as may be necessary to 
supply the needs that may thereafter arise. 

As to the question of examination, which the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] suggests to me, I have not considered 
it, and I do not propose to express an opinion on it at this time. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 

state-
Mr. BACON. The Senator from South Dakota has asked me 

to yield, which I have done. After that I shall be glad to yield 
to the Senator from New Jersey. - . 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator expects to take these young men 
into the Army as lieutenants, I think his hopes will be disap
pointed, because not one of them could pass the examination re
quired at the present time .• 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand that there is any intention 
to make any provision in this bill with reference to that matter. 
This is not a proper bill for that; it is a bill which relates to the 
Military Academy; but we will have before us next winter bills 
in which it will be proper to make provisions for it. I now yield 
to the Senator from New Jersey. · 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to say to the Senator that this i~ a very 
small increase in the number of cadets. It will not materially 
affect the number of officers. We did present a bill here, and had 
it passed through the Senate unanimously, to appoint a hundred 
and -ten. This is an increase of only thirty. I read a paper here 
from the Adjutant-General's Department, stating that the require· 
men ts of the Army next year will be short, leaving out entirely 
the cavalry and infantry, which are the largest bran~hes of the 
service. 

I have no doubt that even with this little increase, which will 
not affect us for four years, we will require next year from a 
hundred to a lrnndred and fifty young men, to be taken from the 
Army or from civil life . . I have always been a believer in pro
motion from the ranks. A great many good young men, some of 
them graduates of colleges, have gone into the Army in the last 
two yea:i:s to get commissions, as they are getting them gradually. 
I believe in that clas of material. At the same time there are 
branches of the service like the engineer, the artillery, the ord
nance corps, which require a higher state of technical knowledge 
than is likely to be acqniTeu in the Army in the ranks, and for 
those we need an increase of cadets at West Point. 

:Mr. BACON. I simply desired to give my reasons why I shall 
vote against the amendment; and I hope we may have a vote 
npon it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the amendment pending? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The committee amendment. 
Mr. SEWELL. The committee amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment as amended. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Section 4? 

· The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 4. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

· The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
on page 32, after line 15, to insert as a new section the following: 

SEC. 5. That section 1319, chapter 4, Title XIV, of the Revised Statutes be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

"SEC. 1319. Appointees shall be examined under regulations to be framed 
by the Secretary of War before they shall be admitted to the Academy, and 
shall be requfred to be well versed in such subjects as he may from time to 
time prescribe." 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think the committee on an 
appropriation bill ought not to change section 1319 of the Revised 
Statutes so as to strike out thes~ very sensible requirements for 
admission to West Point: 

Shall be required to be well versed in reading, writing, and arithmetic, 
and to have a knowledge of the elements of English grammar, of descriptive 
g~ography, particularly that of the United States, and of the history of the 
United States- .. 
and put the authority wholly with the Secretary of War to pre
scribe such requisites for admission as he sees fit. Section 1319 
as it stands is a very wholesome section, and I hope the amend
ment may be withdrawn by the committee. 

.Mr. SEWELL. I do not see that it makes much difference. It 
modifies somewhat the requisites for admission, so that the Secre
tary of War may take advantage of that modification. At the 
same time it is not of sufficient importance to make any contest 
over it, and I will agree that section 5 may be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 5 goes out. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend

ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and tlie bill to 

be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 28) to remove thQ charge of desertion from the mili-
tary record of James H. Waters; -

A bill (S. 61) granting a pension to George Bunce; 
A bill (S. 78) granting a pension to Samuel W. Childs; 
A bill (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to Charles Critzer; 
A bill (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 

Wilber; 
A bill (8. 169) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 
A bill (S. 258) granting an increase of pension to Coryden Bevans; 
A bill (S. 306) granting an increase of pension to Warren L. 

Eaton; 
A bill (S. 314) granting a pension to Rosa L. Couch; 
A bill (S. 410) granting an increase of pension to Harriet V. 

GridJev· 
A biil' (S. 539) granting an increase of pension to Fielding L. 

Rutherford; 
A bill (S. 716) granting a pension to Susan Buck; 
A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; 
A bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 

Coons; 
A bill (S. 847) granting an increase of pension to James B. 

Logan: 
A bill (S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to Levi Chand-

ler; -
A bill (S. 1274) granting an increase of pension to Augustus C. 

Pyle: . 
A bill (S. 1364) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 

Blockson; 
A bill (S. 1441) granting an increase of pension to James G. 

Hartzell; · 
A bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 
A bill (S. 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll; 
A bill (S. 1548) granting an increase of pens!on to ,James Byrne; 
A bill (S. 1551) granting a pension to John G. Il. Masters; 
A bill (S. 1552) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 

Dent; 
A bill (S. 1553) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 

Barnes; 
A bill (S. 1569) granting a pension to Phebe E. C. Priestley; 
A bill (S. 1593) granting an mc1·ease of pension to Clara H. Inch; 
A bill (S. 160 ) granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; 
A bill (S. 1734) granting a pension to l\lary S. Belding; 
A bill (S. 1758) granting an increase of pension to Farnham J. 

Eastman; 
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A bill (S. 1776) granting a pensi~n to John Carr; A bill (S. 4040) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
A bill (S. 1822) gi·anting an increase of pension to Isaac M. Gage; 

Sh up; _ A bill (S. 4077) granting a pension to Frances Horton Force; 
A bill (S. 1831) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. A bill (S. 4087) granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 

Lewis; Mansur; 
A bill (S. 1901) granting a pension to Elvira Hunter; A bill (S. 4215) granting a pension to Belle Bean; 
A bill (S. 1907) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A bill (S. 4421) granting an increase of pension to Abert Brown; 

Paulding Meade; · and 
A bill (S. 1919) granting an increase of pension to Consolacion A bill (8. 4716) granting an increase of pension to Robert G. 

Victoria Kirkland; Dyhrenfurth. 
A bill (8. 1975) granting an increase of pension to Annie D. M. GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Wood; 1 Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider-
. A bil (S. 2008) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton; ation of the general deficiency appropriation bill. 

A bill (S. 2020) granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President-
A bill (S. 2101) granting an increase of pension to George E. Mr. HALE. I will say to Senators that if Senators, perhaps at 

Scott; 
A bill (S. 2142) for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell; some expense of their personal convenience, will stay here for a 
A bill (S. 2203) granting an increase of pension to William couple of hours we can pass this bill. It is the last appropriation 

Taylor; bill. The members of that committee will then go into confer-
. A bill (S. 2215) granting an increase of pension to Robert J. ence rooms and be out of the way, and other business of the Sen-

Koonce; . .. ate can come up. • . 
· A bill (S. 2276) ~anting an increase of pension to George w. Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider-

Ragland; ~ ation of executive business. 
. A bill (S. 2280) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; Mr. TELLER and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALE. I hope not. 
A bill (8. 2286) granting an increase of pension to John W. Craig; Mr. PETTUS. We have had no session for executive business 
A bill (S. 2296) granting an increase of pension to John J. Sears; for some time. 
A bill (S. 2483) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 

Beard; 
A bill (8. 2451) granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover·, moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

business. 
A bill (S. 2539) granting an increase of pension to Milton H. Mr .. fONES of Arkansas. I appeal to the Senator from Ala-

Daniels ; 
A bill (S. 2550) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. bama not to interfere with the consideration of this appropriation 

Hobart; bill. Let us consider it, and after that the Senate can take up 
A bill (S. 2651) granting a pension to Henry Hill,· executive business. I am as much in favor of it as the Senator. 

Mr. PETTUS. At what time? 
A bill (S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to Chri3tina Noll; Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whenever we dispose of this appro-
A bill (8. 2900) granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; priation 1;>-ill. 
A bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Mr. HALE. I am very much in favor of getting the appropri-

Longmire; 
A bill (8. 2941) granting an increase•of pension to Robert Gam- ation bills out of the way. I have two or three matters on the 

Calendar-
bli jbilr (S. 2961) granting an increase of pension to Michael The PRESIDENT pro tenipore. Does the Senator from Ala-

bama withdraw the motion? . 
Lochard; Mr. PETTUS. No, sir; I wi11 let it go to a vote. 

A bill (S. 2962) granting an increase of pension to William The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. The ques-
Blades; · - · 

A bill (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. tioI! is on the motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Fletcher; The motion was not agreed to. 
A bill (S. 2993) granting an increase of pension to Edward ThePRESIDENTprotempore. TheSenatorfromMainemoves 

M~dt~fi; (S. 3047) granting an increase of pension to William that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the deficiency ap-
:M propriation bill. 

ullevy; Th t· d t d th Se · C · A bill (S. 3058) granting an increase of poosion to Harriet E. e ,mo ion was agree o; ~n · e ~ate, as m omm1t~ of 
Mey:ert; the Wn<?le,_ proceeded to con~1dei: th.e bill (H. R. ~15?7) making 

A bill (S. 3082) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; appropriations. to supply deficiencies m the. appropriations for the 
A bill (S. 3154) granting an increase of pension to Kate Cad- fiscal year en~mg June 30, 1900, and for pnor years, a?d for other 

well; I purpo_se~. whic_h had been reported from the Committee on Ap-
A bill (8. 3183) granting a pension to George W. Newell: I propnatio~s with amendme_nts. · . 
A bill (S. 3234) granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell; Mr· PE_ .. TI~ REW_. I wish to have ~n understa.ndmg that n_o 
A bill (S. 3268) granting an increase of pension to Elisha F. ot~.e~ lPgislative b~s~ness ~hall be considered to-n}ght after thlS 

Barton. deac10ncy appropnation bill. 
A bill (S. 3277) granting an increase of pension to Solon Cooper; Mr. CHANDLER. _ T~at is right. . . . 
A bill (S. 3289) granting a pension to Isabella Underwood; Mr. HALE. That is right. There 1s no_obJection to that. 
A bill (S. 3293) grantingan increase of pension to Helen Harlow; . ~he PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the Senator's propo-
A bill (S. 3294) granting a pension to Louesa Moultoa; s1hon? · 
A bill (S. 3300) granting an increase of pension to LukeH. Mon- Mr. PETTIGREW. That noother legislative business shall be 

son; I considered to-day but this deficiency appropriation bill. 
A bill (S. 3314) granting a pension to Mary I. Bradbury; Mr. ALDRICH. That is right, 
A bill (S. 3329) granting an increase of pension to KateB. War- Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 

ren; . Mr. PETTIGREW. · I ask unanimous consent that no other 
A bill (S. 3337) granting an increase of pension to Buren R. I legi~lative business shall be considered to-day but the general de-

Sherman; ficiency appropriation bill. 
A bill (S. 3418) granting an increase of pension to .Eliza Ade- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senn.tor from South Da-

laide Ball; • kota asks unanimous consent that no other business shall te con-
A bill (S. 3467) granting a pension to Hellen Lang; sidered to-day other thnn the general deficiency appropriation bill. 
A bill (S: 3527) granting a pension to Edwin M. Farnham; Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. TELLER. No other legislative busi-
A bill (S. 354~ ) granting an increase of pension to William A. ness. 

Ke-res · The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No other legislative business . 
.A hill (S. 3634) granting a pension to Mary P. Hunter;_ Is there objection? 
A hill (S. 3662) granting an increase of pension to Louise D. Mr. MORGAN. How long does that order last? 

Smith: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To-day. 
A bill (S. 3708) granting a pension to John H. Harrison; Mr. HALE. Only to-day. 
A bill (S. 3788) granting an increase of pension to James Wil- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Iiams; · The Secretary will proceed to read the bill. 
A uill (S. 3899) granting a pension to James Cook; .Mr. HALE. I ask.that the formal reading of the bill be dis-
A W l (S. 3900) granting a pension to Sarah Clark; pensed with and that the amendments of the Committee on Appro-
A bill (S. 4006) granting an increase of pension to Edward M. priations be first c0nsidered. 

Tucker; '£he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
A bill (S. 4007) granting an increase of pension to Bernard that the formal reading of the bill "te dispensed with. that it be 

Dunn; read for amendment, and that the committee amendments be 
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first considered in the reading. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

:Mr. HALE. I hope that Senators, as I said before, perhaps at 
some expenfle of personal convenience, will remain here so that 
we may pass this bill to-night. We can do it in two hours. But 
if Senators leave the Chamber and leave us without a quorum, any 
single Senator can stop the bill; and I have just been admonished 
that a Senator will call for a quorum, if a quorum disappears. 
So I am not asking too much or trespassing too much on Senators 
when I ask them to stay here until the bill is passed. 

:Mr. ALLEN. I should like to know what is the necessity for 
passing the bill to.night. It is now after 5 o'clock. What is the 
urgent necessity? 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator. 
Mr. HAWLEY. That we may be able to adjourn next Wednes

day. 
Mr. HALE. Just as I stated last night, there is a great pres

sure in the Senate for other bllSiness. If we can pass this bill to
night, it will go into conference, and then all t}le appropriation bills, 
including this measure, will be out of the way or the Senate, and 
other business, important bills ancl all other bills, will come up, 
the Committee on Appropriations and the appropriation bills be
ing out of the way. 

We thought it was a good thing for the general business, be
cause there are a good many measures that ought to pass outside 
of this bill, and as soon as we are out of the way, as two or three 
days will be needed for conferences, that time will be taken with 
other bill&. If the bill goes over to-day, it will come up to-mor
row, and it may take half of the day to-morrow. It is not a mat
ter affecting me, but I am willing to stay and pass the bill to-night, 
so that we will be out of the way. 

.Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator is opening the way for 
political action? 

Mr. HALE. No; not for political action. 
Mr. ALLEN. TheSenatorfromRhodeislandsaystome, "Yes." 
:Mr. ALDRICH. For any kind of action. 
Mr. HALE. I am willing to leave that to the Senator. 
Mr. ALLEN. I am rather under the impression that the other 

side has the floor preempted for the balance of the session, if we 
are to adjourn on Wednesday next. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think so. I think the Senat-0r will have 
a fair chance. 

Mr. TELLER. If they have, we will give them noticetQ,at they 
can not hold it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not knowabout that. I think thereisgreat 
tenacity of purpose on the other side. 

Mr. HALE. Seriously, there are a good manyimportantmeas
ures on the Calendar that ought to be taken up, and we want to 
get this appropriation bill out of their way. 

Mr. ALLEN. Four days of the time of the Senate within the 
last week or the last ten days have been consumed by the other 
side of the Chamber in making partisan political speeches for dis
tribution this fall for campaign purposes. They were made for 
no other purpose except to deceive and mislead unsuspecting 
voters, and I think those speeches need a careful analysis and an 
explanation given before the Senate adjoums. 

I do not think it is a matter of life and death that we shall ad
journ on Wednesday next. While I do not propose to obstruct 
this bill or any other bill, I do not feel that it should be railroaded 
through the Senate to-night or at any other time for the mere ac
commodation of the political claptrap that is to follow. We have 
stayed here now until after 5 o·clock, and there is no reason why 
we should not meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning and take up 
this bill and read it through and pass it. I do not suppose it will 
lead to much debate. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us go on to-night. 
Mr. HALE. We can finish it to-night very easily. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope there will be no objection to 

going on with this bill to-night. It is in theinterestof the public 
business that the bill shall be disposed of. As the Senator from 
Maine has suggested, it may be of some personal inconvenience to 
Senato.rs t) remain here for an hour or two, but I hope by general 
consent it may be done, and to-morrow and Monday and Tuesday 
can be devoted to the consideration of measures on the Calendar 
that ought to be considered before we adjourn. I think we can 
adjourn easily by the middle of the week, and it is a good thing 
to have an early adjournment if possible. I hope that nobody will 
object, and I trust my friend from Nebraska will not interpose 
any objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am very much gratified to know the views of 
the Senator from Arkansas, but very sorry indeed to disagree 
with him. I do not think there is any necessity for adjourning 
this session of Congress on Wednesday next. While I do not pro
pose to do anything to lengthen the session, w1?-lle ~am extremely 
anxious to get home and to get away from this ell.mate, I do not 
think th9 public business should be whistled down the wind with
out consideration simply to meet the convenience of Senators. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator any objection to our start
ing on the bill now and going as far as we can with it to-day? 

Mr. ALLEN. It is started now, and it is after 5 o'clock. Why 
not adjourn and come here to-morrow morning at 11 and take up 
the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. ALLEN. We can probably take it up to-morrow and pass 

it in an hour or two, and why should we stay here until 7 or 8 
o'clock in the evening to-day? 

Mr. HALE. The Benator is an old legislator here, and of course 
he knows how these things run at the end of a session. I think he 
must feel that it is not unreasonable. We have a very full Senate 
here and we can utilize a couple of hours now and dispose of this 
bill. Of course the Senator can stop it, and nobody knows ho\V 
much time will be use'.l up to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. Here is a bill embracing appropriations to the 
amount of s10,ooo,ooo-

Mr. HALE. It is a very small deficiency bill. 
Mr. ALLEN. And the Senator proposes to run it through the 

Senate, I suppose, skipping half of it in the reading, as is the cus
tom here, within an hour. 

Mr. HALE. Let me tell the Senator that there bas not been so 
small a deficiency bill reported for ten years as is the case this 
year. It is almost the smallest deficiency appropriation bill that 
I have ever reported. There are no big items in it. It is only 
cleaning up debts and audited accounts from the Departments 
that citizens have been waiting for, and that they are waiting for 
now, and it is paying the debts of the Government in a small 
way. There is less controversy in the bill than any deficiency bill 
I ever saw passed. Hundreds of men, humble men, are waiting 
for the payment of their audited accounts that have come in from 
the Treasury, and those comprehend nineteen-twentieths of the 
items in this bill. I hope the Senator will not interfere. Of 
course he can test the sense of the Senate by moving to adjourn, 
but I hope be will not do that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to interfere, and I am not going to 
interfere--

Mr. CULLOM. Then let us go ahead with the bHl. 
Mr. ALLEN. If the Sena.tor will permit me to make anobserva .. 

tion, the Senator seems to favor the necessity of the passage of 
the bill on the ground that it provides for the payment of a great 
many little accounts. That is true. We have a great many mil .. 
lions of dollars of accounts that are equally as meritorious as the 
items in this bill, and no provision whatever has been made for 
an appropriation to pay them. 

I think, Mr. President, I am safe in saying that the Government 
owes $100,000,000 of honest claims that no steps have been taken 
to pay, and I dare say if a Senator should rise here and offer one of 
those claims as an' amendment to this bill the Senator from Maine 
would be upon his feet with lightning-like speed to raise an objec .. 
tion under Rule X-yI and prevent it from being incorporated in 
the bill. 

Now, I do not want to obstruct this measure, and I shall not do 
so. I want to appeal to the Senator from Maine not to press this 
bill to-night. It came in here only yesterday. Nobody has had 
an opportunity to read it, other measures being before the Senate. 
Let us adjourn until 11 o'clock in the morning, and having had 
an opportunity in the meantime to read all the provisions of the 
bill, we will then take it up and finish it. 

.Mr. HALE. Let me say~ in answer to that appeal, I can not 
do that. I should be running counter to the sentiments of the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have seen the Senator in that attitude before. 
Mr. HALE. This matter came up last night, and it was stated 

here on the floor that if we could have to-day-and all Senators 
understood we could have to-day-we would pass the only two re .. 
maining appropriation bills. This is the last on~. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose we do :pass it, then what? 
Mr. HALE. Then we are out of the way. 
Mr. ALLEN. Then what have you got to do? 
Mr. HALE. Weare out of the way. 
Mr. ALLEN. Out of the way of what? 
Mr. HALE. We can take up the Calendar and take up impor .. 

tant bills; take up everything the Senator from Nebraska or any 
other Sena.tor is interested in. 

Mr. CULLOM. Or make speeches. 
Mr. HALE. Or Senators can make speeches if they choose. I 

am trying to get out of the way. Of course if the Senator wants 
he can test the sense of the Senate. I will submit to that. He 
can make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator knows very well that there is scarcely 
a bill on the Calendar that can be passed at this hour that will 
pass the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. Senators have bills on the Calendar that they ex
pect to get through. 

Mr. ALLEN. That has been the experience heretofore. 
Mr. HALE, Then let us take the sense of the Senate, I hope 
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the Senator will let us go along with the bill at this time, because 
certainly that is the feeling of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no power to obstruct the bill, I suppose. 
W.hatever the committee in charge of the bill may say about it 
I suppose is a finality, and nobody has a right to open his mouth 
in protest without incurring the displeasme of that august organ
ization. It ha.a been my pleasure, Mr. President, through my life 
to incur the ridicule and the offense of a great many good people, 
a great many organizations, and I do not know but that I can 
stand this in addition to what 1 have already received. 

There is not a modicum of good sense in -pushing this bill to
night. There is no reason why we should sit here until 7 or 8 
o'clock or later than that and push through a bill that carries with 
it millions of dollars of public money, when Senators have not had 
an opportunity to read it and will hear it when read in an imper
fect and disjointed way for the first time at the Clerk's desk. We 
know what the custom is here. There is no use of secreting the 
fact. The reading clerk on his own volition or on the suggestion 
of some person is in the habit of jumping and skipping paragraphs 
and pages of appropriation bills carrying millions of dollars, and 
they are never read, never considered, and I presume the same 
practice will be followed in the reading of this bill. 

Now, after a session lasting from 11 o'clock until~ practically, 
half past 5 o'clock, without an opportunity to read or study this 
bill or its provisions, the committee propose to take it up and 
push it through within an hour, that the way may be cleared for 
the consideration of other business that may be called up from 
the Calendar. I say to the Senator from Maine he can not make 
any progress in pushing this bill to-night. The bill can not pass 
to-night and be given the consideration that it is entitled to. Why 
not save time and adjourn at this hour until 11 o'clock to-morrow 
morning, giving every Senator an opportunity to take a copy of 
the bill to his office or his house and study its provisions and come 
in in the morning and determine what ought to be done? There 
is no reason why we should not do that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
this bill largely consfats of audited accounts of the diffeTent De
partments. lt is rather a matter of routine, with the exception 
of two or thrne items. Why not see if we can not make some 
progress to-night? And if we get too tired, after a while we can 
adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. For myself, I should like to have some oppor
tunity to look into the bill. I observe in glancing through ·it. as 
I could divide my attention between it and the bill which has 
just passed, that there ate sernral provisions which, in my judg
ment, ought to be modified materially before they a:r:e -permitted to 
pass. Yet the Senator in charge of the bill does not propose to 
give any person the slightest opportunity to examine it. 

l\Ir. HALE. This bill has been here for. days. When I reported 
it days and days ago I announced that as soon as the sundry civil 
bill was passed I would call it up. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was reported only a few days ago. 
l\Ir. HALE. Now the Senator is declaring that he will not let 

the public business proceed. I hope the Senate will stand by this 
proposition, and let the Senator, if he wants, make a motion to 
adjourn; _test the sense of the Senate as to how it feels about this 
matter. O.E course that is his right. He and I are fellow-mem
bers of the Senate. It is not a question of my bill that 1 want to 
have passed; I am seeking t~pass a bill that is not thrust upon 
the Senate. It has been here for a week. Everybody has had an 
opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to correct the Senator from Maine. The 
bill was reported on the 29th day of May. 

Mr. HALE. That is almost a legislative week~ 
Mr. ALLEN. Two or three days ago. 
Mr. HALE. It was reported on Tuesday, and now it is Friday. 

I am· seeking its passage not for my own convenience. I sacri
ficed some matters that have been of great personal comfort to 
me to be here and have this bill passed to-day. Now, if the Senate 
wants to adjourn, the bill will go over until to-morrow morning. 
Let the Senator make a motion to adjourn and see how Senators 
feel about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to make a motion of that kind. I 
want the Senator from Maine to make the motion. 

Mr. HALE. I can not. I want to go on with the bill. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not want-
Mr. HALE. The Senator can keep on talking, of course, if he 

desires. 
l!ir. ALLEN. The Senator is protesting. I shall stand by him, 

and possibly this side may, until a later hour. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator does not know how interesting 

this bill is. It is important. Let me read a few items as a sample: 
For vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings, $19.51. 
For suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes, Sl.05. 
For repairs and preservation of public buildings, $!6.58. 
For contingent expenses, Independent Treasury, lU cents. 
For contingent expemes, office of Director of the Mint, 60 cents. 
For support of Crows-subsistence, S3,381.61. 

I suppose those are Indians. 
Mr. ALLEN. I think the amounts just read by the Senator 

represent about the value of his remarks, but possibly that valua
tion is a little high. 

:Mr. TURN.ER. I hope the Senator from Maine will not go be
yond the reading of the bill to-day, at any rate. I have some 
matters that I should like to present in the way of amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I can do nothing. 
l\Ir. TURNER. I am not prepared to present them to-night. 
Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing, if the Senator will per-

mit me, that after the conclusion of the reading of the bill it shall 
go over. That course will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. TURNER. I wish to make a statement. Understanding 
that the bill is of the character indicated by the Senator from 
.Maine, providing for the payment of just claims, I offered an 
amendment providing for the payment of three just claims in my 
State, which were favorably reported to the Committee on Appro
priations by the Committee on Public Lands. I do not find that 
the Appropriations Committee has taken any notice of them. I 
desire to have 'an opportunity to offer evidence in favor -cf their 
justice. · 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will have that opportunity. There 
are a great many amendments, concerning some of which the 
papers did not appear before the committee, that are not in the 
bill. If the Senator or any other Senators have amendments to 
offer, there will be ample opportunity. The reading of the bill 
will not take more than an hour. · 

Mr. TURNER. H the amendments I offered are to be contested 
by the committee, it will be necessary for me to have some data. 

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose they will be contested if they 
are not subject to a point of order. Certainly I would not under
take to contest them if they come in from the Department. It is 
always the case on a deficiency bill that there are a great many 
.things that do not get to the committee and yet are brought in 
from the Department, and perhaps after the committee has had 
time to consider them they are put on the bill afterwards. 

I feel about th]s matter tbatitisnota question as to what I shall 
do. A single Senator appeals tome togivewayand to let the bill go 
over, when for the last twenty-four hourseverybodyha.s understood 
that we would take the bill up and try to get it through to-day. 
I am appealed to now by every Senator about me here and by 
Senators on the other side to go on with the bill. It must rest 
with the Senator himself whether he will let the bill go on. 

:Mr. ALLEN. I am not obstructing the bill. 
~fr. HALE. The Senator can make a motion to adjourn. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to do that. 
.Mr. HALE. The Senator can do it if he chooses. I can not 

help that. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to do that. I want to appeal to 

the reason of the Senator from Maine that, under the circum
stances, we shall adjourn now until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent to that. 
Mr. ALLEN. And take up this bill in regular order to-morrow. 
Mr. HALE. I can not consent to that, because of the general 

understanding in the Senate. We can go on to-night, and we can 
finish the bill. We could have finished it by this time if the Sen
ator had not intervened. 

Mr. ALLEN. That may have been the understanding with four 
or five Senators. I do not know to what extent it w.as the under
standing. It has not reached this corner of the Chamber. 

l\Ir. HALE. The Senator t;an test that by a motion to adjourn. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not like to test the sense of the Senate by a 

motion to adjourn. I know of several ways by which I could pre· 
vent the passage of this bill if I wanted to do so. I do not want 
to prevent the passage of the bill. I do not like to be forced into 
this proceeding. I do not like this idea of coercion. I do not like 
this assumption of 8uperiority and dictatorial methods and the 
manner in which these measures are presented . . The Senator from 
Maine seems to think that if he wants anything it is an offense, if 
it does not amount to the dignity of a crime, for any man to pro
test against it, and that that man is to be visited with his dis
pleasure. 

There are important items on this bill that I do not want to see 
adopted to-night, before I have bad an opportunity to look into 
them. I ha-re not had that opportunity. I am not asking to
night that which has not been uniformly accorded to a Senator 
asking it in this Chamber at this hour of the night, that we shall 
pass over a measure nnbl the next legislative day, especially when 
I am perfectly willing to concede foat the Senate shall meet, as it 
has done for the last few days, one hour earlier than usual. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will consent to let the bill 
be read, and then, if nece.::sary, we can come to an agreement to 
adjourn without any final action, but simply to get through with 
that much. 

Mr. ALLEN. If we get through with the reading, we will be 
no nearer a conch15ion than now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We will have saved at least an hour, 
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Mr. ALLEN. Yon are then confronted with the same diffi
culty, whether yon adjourn or not. If the Senate will agree, 
after the reading of the bill, to adjourn until to-morrow morning 
at 11 o'clock, I think we can reach an understanding that it shall 
go over without action upon the amendments that are contested. 
I submit that proposition to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In view of the request of the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. TURNER], in ·regard to having some amend
ments that he wishes to propose and that are not contested, I sup
pose there will be no occasion for any further postponement of a 
vote, unless discussion axises on some of the other amendments 
that may be proposed. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection if we can go through with the 
bill and take up the committee amendments and consider amend
ments as they are offered, so that we shall get through with the 
main substance of the bill, which we can do in a short time. 
Then if a Senator has any matters that he wants reserved, and 
wants the bill to go over until to-morrow, I will consent to that, 
because.that will practically do the business th~ Senate has in 
hand, and we shall not take up any time to-morrow. I am en
tirely willing to agree to that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator agree after the bill has been 
read and the Senate committee amendments that are uncontested 
have been adopted, he will then move to adjourn until to-morrow 
morning at 11 o'clock, without taking the bill out of the Com
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. I should like to consider amendments that 
Senators now are ready to propose; and in view of something 
being in the bill that the Senator wants, perhaps, to contest, and 
from which he does not want to be shut off by final action to-night, 
I am entirely willing that when we get through with the reading 
of the biH and the consideration of the committee amendments, 
the bill shall go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. And there shall be action on amendments that 
are not contested. 

Mr. HALE. And any other amendments tha.t are ready to be 
offered. Then I shall be entirely willing that the bill shall go 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 4, to insert: 
To par. Joseph A. Springer, vice-consul-general at Havana, the amounts 

necessarily expended by him fo1· clerk hire in ex~ss of his allowances be
tween October, 1892, and June 30, 1895, $200.M. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 9, to insert: 
To enable the Secretary of State to carry into effect the act approved 

August 3, 1894, entitled "An act for the disposal of the accretions of the Vir
ginius indemnity fund," $2,288.03. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 5, line 4, the amount there should be 

changed to" $1,432.82." 
The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 4, it is proposed to stl'ike out 

" ·Sl,032.15" and insert "$1,432.8.2;" so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the fiscal year 1900, $1,(32.82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. Jn line 13 on page 5 I move the amendment which 

I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr. GALLINGER in the chair]. 

The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 13, after the date "1900," 

it is proposed to strike out "$1,997.98," and insert" $3,152.78;" 
so as to make the clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation "Contingent expenses, Treasury Department: 
File holders and cases," for the fiscal year 190:.>, $3,152.78. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was re3umea. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of "Treas-
ury Department," on page 5, after line 14, to insert: 1 • 

For purchase of file holders and file cases, $5,CXXI. 

The amendment w~s agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 16, to insert: 

over until to-morrow morning. Distinctive paper for United States securities: For pa.per, inclnding trans-
Mr. ALL EN. The Sena tor is going altogether too far, After portation, salaries of register. two counters, fl. ve watchmen, one laborer, and 

we act on amendments that are not contested, amendments that expenses of officer detailed from the Treasury as superintendent, $14,383.20. 

are acceptable, why not adjourn then? The amendment was agreed to. . 
Mr. HALE. All right. The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 11, to inse1·t: 

. Mr. ALLEN. Then, I snppose, ~here is a dis?nct understan~- 1 Vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings: For vaults, safes. and locks, 
mg that we shall go through the bill now, read it through, and if and repairs to the t:ame,.for all public build~gs under control of the Treas
thera are contested amendments they are to be passed over, and ury Department, exclusive of personal serVIces, except for work done by 
when we reach the end of the bill and the committee amend- contract, $2,500. 
men ts that are not contested, we shall adjourn until 11 o'clock to- The amendment was agreed to. 
morrow. The next amendment was, on page 8, line 9, before the word 

Mr. HALE. That is not very bad, because that disposes of the ''hundred," to strike out "one" and insert" two;" so as to make 
large part of the bill. If there are any contested amendments, I the clause read: 
am entirely willing that they sha.11 go over until to-morrow. Collecting the revenue from customs: To defray the expenses of collecting 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed the revenue from customs, being additional to the permanent appropriation 
with the reading of the bill. for this purpose, for the fiscal year 1900, $ZOO,CXXI. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 9 on The amendment was agreed to. 
page 2. The ~ext amendment was, on page 10, after line 18, to insert: 

Mr. HALE. There are some corrections that, as committee 
amendments, I want to make a..c:i we go along. On page 2, line 7, 
I move to strike out "$2!,92 .26" and insert "$25,053.21." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page .2, lines 12 and 13, I move to strike out the 

amount named, "534,444.49" and insert "$34,968.10." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the ill was resumed and continued to the end 

of line 23 on page 2. 
Mr. HALE. In line 22 on page 2 I move to strike ont "$21,-

946.78" and insert ''$2!,497.21." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 

of line 3 on page 3. 
Mr. HALE. I move the amendment, in line 2on page 3, which 

I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 2, after the date ''1898," it 

is proposed to strike out "$5,053.15," and insert "55,119.71;" so 
as to make the clause read: 

To pay amounts found doe by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation for "Contingent expenses, United States con-
sulates," for the fiscal year 1898, $5,119.'il. · 

Refund to John W. Bero: To refund to John W. Bero, deputy collector of 
customs, port of Plattsburg, N. Y., the amount of certain public moneys 
forwarded by him August l, 1899, by registered mail from Hogansburg, N. Y., 
to Plattsburg, N. Y., which money wa~aken from the safe in the post
office at Rouse Point, N. Y., on the occasion of a burglary committed therein 
on the night of August 2, 1899, the sum so stolen having been made good to 
the United States by said John W. Bero, $23.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 4, to insert: 
Refund of fine, steamer Palatia: To refund to the collector of customs at 

New York, N. Y., for payment by him to the person 01· persons entitled to 
receive the same. the sum of $50, being the &mount of a tine imposed fa the 
case of Scheine Gluckmann, a passenger on the Hamburg-American steamer 
Palatia on or about January Uhl\XX>, since remitted by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the original amount aving been covered into the Treasury prior 
to said remission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 19, to insert: 
Payment to Capt. B. Tellefsen: To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 

pay Capt. B. Tellefrnn, master of the Norwegian steamer Albert, for expt>nses 
mcurred by him in consequence of a violation of Artie:') XIII of the treaty of 
commerce and navigation of the yoar 1 :!i, between the United ctatel:I of 
America and the Kingdom of Sweden and Norway, by au officer o! the city 
of Boston, Mass., on the 18th day of July, 189'~, 5'£93.96. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The first amendment re- The amendment was agreed to. . . . 

ported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the sub-1 The next amendment was, on page 12, after hne 4, to msert. 
head "Foreign intercourse," on page 3, after line 17, to insert: . Payment to owners of s~hooner J. ~· Oar-roll: For ~yment to the owner 

To pay Edward Bedloe, late consul-general at Canton, China, the amount 01. owners ~f the schoo~er J. R. Can oll o.s COID.P!!DSat~on for damages sus
of salary still unpaid from December 8, 1898, to January 15, 1900, at the rate 

1 

tamed by said sch~ner m conseque:i;ice of a collis10n with t~e steam launch 
Of S3 r.1){) per annum c:o!l 097 4l attached to the U. S.S. A. D. Bache m Eastern Bay on the mght of October 4 

,.,, ' ""'' · · and 5, 18ll9, $100. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 23, to insert: The amendment was agreed to. . . 
'l'o pay Ramon O. Williams, late consul-general at Havana, the amounts The next amendment was, on page 12, after hne 11, to msert: 

necessarily expended by him for clerk hire in excess of his allowances be- Payment to heirs of Diedney Read: To enable the Secretary of the Treas-
tw~n July 1, 1892, and June 5, 1896, $2.~.08. nry to pay to the legal representatives of Diedney Read, deceased, $450, being 
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the amount appropriated to said Diedney Read under the name of Dildeny 
Read by the "Act making appropriations for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the Commissioners of Claims under the act of Congress of March 
3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof," approved ·June H, 1880, and still re
maining hi the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 17, after the word 

''dollars," to insert " .Capt. H. C. Newcomer,' $246.88;" in line 22, 
before the word "dollars," to strike out "ten" and insert "six
teen;" in line 25, after the word "cents," to insert "Maj •. W. H. 
Bixby, 8168.56; Maj. Charles F. Powell, 856.30; Lieut. Col. Charles 
J. Allen, $9.88;" and on page 14, line 7, before the word "cents," 
to strike out " one hundred and sixty-six dollars and forty" and 
insert "six hundred and forty-seven dollars and two;" so as to 
make the clause read: - -

. Credit in accounts of certain officers, Corps of Engineers: Authority is 
hereby granted to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to allow 
and credit in the accounts of certain officers of the Corps of Engineers of the 
United States Army amounts standing against them on the books of the 
Treasury as follows: Capt. William E. CraigbilL $16.30; Ca.~t. C.H. McKins
try. $4.5; Capt. H. C. Newcomer, $246.88; Maj. Charle13 W. Raymond, $61.48; 
Maj. Tho~asL. Casey, '21.32; Maj. B: M. Ada:rµs, $2,616.40; Maj. E_. H. ~uffner, 
$40.80; bfaJ. R. L. Hone, $«-.67; MaJ. C. McD. Townsend, ~l.92; MaJ. W. H. 
Bixby, $168.!'6; Maj. Cha~·le~ F.-Powell, ~.30b· Lieut. ~ol. Charles J. Allen, 
SV.88; and Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, $'288.51; in a , $3,647.0' ... 

The amendment was agreed to . . ~ ' 
The next amendment was~ under the subhead "Bureau of En

graving and Printing," on page 15, after line 20, to insert: 
For rent of office now occupied by agent of the Post-Office Department to 

supervise the distribution of stamps of the Bureau of Engraving and Print-
ing, at a rental of $50 per month, $600. · · 

The amendme~t was agreed to. 
. The next amendment was, under the subhead of "Public build

ings, " on page 19, after line 9, t9 insert: 
Public building, Sioux City, Iowa: The sum of *3,000 of the unexpended 

balance of the appropriations for said building is hereby authorized to be 
used for the inst~llation therein of a tower clock. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The_ next amendment was, under the head of "Fish Commis

sion," on page 20, line 18, to increase the appropriation for com
pletion of the fish-cultural station of the United States Commission 
of Fish and Fisheries at Edenton, N. C., from $6,000 tO $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ __ , 
· The next am~ndment was~ on page 21, line 17, after the word 

"balance," to insert" amounting to 81,275:17; ~' so as to read: 
Th'.!-t the unex~ended 1Jalance, amou~ti~g to $1,27~.17,, of the appropr~ation · 

of l9a,300 for "MIScellaneous expenses, ·Fish ·Comm1ss1on, 1899, "·made m the 
sundry civil act approved July 1, 1898i is hereby made available for payment 
of lia.bilitiesincurred during the fisca year 1899, etc. 

Mr. HALE. On page 23, line 19, I wish to offer an amendment, 
and I will state that these changes are in consequence of addi
tional estimates which have come in · since the bill has been re-
ported by the committee. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
· The SECRETARY. On p-age 23, after line 19, it is proposed to in-

sert: • 
For completing an index of the laws respecting the mu.Ilicipal government 

of the District of Columbia, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
· The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of "Dis
trict of Columbia," on page 24, after line 24, to insert: 

To pay W. B. Moses & Sons the difference in price between bill as ren
dered and paid, for blueboards for the Western High School, and that for 
which bill should have been rendered, $175. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move an amendment on page 26, line 17, which 

I send to the desk. 
·. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On ·page 26, line 17, after the word" session," 
it is proposed to insert ''and on page 3 of Senate Document N0. 
413; '' and in the same line to strike out "$10,572.33" and insert 
"$10,592.4.8;" so as to make the clause read: 

Judgments: lt~or the payments of judgments, including costs, against the 
District of Columbia, set forth on page 9, House Document No. 642, of this 
session, and on page 3 of Senate Document No. 413, $10,592.48. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 6, on 

page 27. - . 
Mr. HALE. On page 27, after line 6, I move to insert what I 

send to the Secretary's desk. These are additional estimates which 
have come in since the bill was reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will b~ stated. 
_ The SECRETARY. On page 27, after line 6, it is proposed to 

insert: 
Writs of lunacy: For amount required to pay the clerk of the supreme 

court of the District of Columbia fees in lunacy cases, $1,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

· The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 18, page 27. -

Mr. HALE. - After line 18, on page 27, I move to insert what I 
send to the· desk. 

The SECRETARY. After line 18, on page 27, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For repairs to buildings, $3,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead "Mill- · 
tary establishment," on page 31, after line 7, to insert: 

For the reimbursement of necessary transportation and traveling expenses, 
including railroad fare, sleeping-car fare, transfers, meals, and lodgmgs en 
route or during necessary delays, of nurses employed by the Medical Depart
ment of the Army since April 30,1898, in.curred in traveling upon public busi
ness from their homes to the places of service and subsequently on changes 
of station and return to their homes, whose.claims may have heretofore been 
disallowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury on the ground that the 
terms of the written contracts made with the nurses did not entitle them to 
the allowances in question, excepting the 218 claims forwarded by the Quar
termaster-General to the Auditor for tQe War Department on or about Feb
ruary 27, 1899, which have been otherwise providedfor,$4,000: Provided, That 
all other such claims now pending or that may hereafter be presented shall 
be allowed and paid from the regular appropriations applical:1re to the pay
ment of transportation and traveling expenses of civilian employees of the 
Army, in like manner as if the terms of the written contracts entitled the 
nurses to such allowances; but the amounts allowep sha.11 in no case exceed 
the amounts authorized-by the W_ar Department m regulations governing 
the ma.tter; nor the amounts stipulated in. the written contracts if the latter 
expressly provide therefor: And p1·ovided further, That disbursing officers of 
the Quartermaster's Department who have -paid or shall hereafter pay ac
counts for such expenses shall be given credit for all such payments .upon 
proper vouchers. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 31, at the end of line 7, I -offer the amend

ment which I send to the desk . 
The SECRETARY. On page 31, at the end of line 7, it is nroposed 

to insert: - -
To pay the amount found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 

· on account of the appropriation "Transportation of t.he .Army and its sup
plies for the fiscal year 1898," $720. 96. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
l The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 15, on page 37, in the clause making appropriations for the 
pay of the Navy. · -~ 

Mr. HALE. On page 37, line 15, I move to strike out "Habana" 
and insert "Havana." · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and ·continued to the end 

of line 6 on page 40. 
Mr. HALE. · I move an amendment in line 5, which I send to 

the desk. 
The SECRETARY. In line 5 on page 40, after the date "1900," 

it is proposed to strike out '' $765. 33 n and insert '' $3, 046. 45; " so as 
to make the clause read: 

For transportation, recruiting, and contingent, Bureau of Navigation, 
1900, $3,046. 4.5. , • 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move to am.end, on page 40, line 9, by inserting 

what I send to the desk. · · -
The SECRETARY. On page 40, after line 9, it is proposed-to in

sert: 
For outfits for naval apprentices, Bureau of Navigation, 1898 and 1899, 

$8,153.98. . . - . ' - . . 

The amendment was agreed to. : 
}lr. Ii.ALE . . After line 14 on the same page I move to insert 

the three clauses which I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. After line 14, on page 40, it is proposed to 

insert: · .. 
For contingent, Bureau of Ordnance, 1898 and 1899, $528. 
For contingent, Ba.reau of Medicine and Surgery, 1898, Sill.55. 

- For repairs of barracks, Marine Corps, 1898 and 1899, $292.51. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. The total in line 17, onpage40,should be corrected 

so as to read "$17,749.19.n 
The SECRETARY. In line 17, on page 40, it is proposed to in

crease the total appropriation for" Generalaccountof advances -'' 
from "$6,082.03" to "$17,i49.19." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end 

of line 16, on page 41. 
Mr. HALE. After line 16, on page 41, I move to insert what I 

send to the desk. 
. The SECRETARY, On page 41, after line 16, it is proposed to 
msert: 

To pay a.mount found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the. a.p~ropriation "Transportation, recruiting, and contingent, 
Bureau of N avigat1on," $!,819. 77. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 2, 

page 45. 
. Mr. HALE. ·On page 45, at the end of line -2, I move to inser~ 
what I send to the desk. . 
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The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 
To pay to the Cleveland Steamship Company damages done to the mer

chant steamer M. A. Hanna by the U. S. S. Michigan, on October 15, 1899, by 
means of a collision with said steamer, $6...i"T.57. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead "Mis
cellaneous, Navy," on page 45, after line 2, to insert: 

To reimburse Theodore J. Arms assistant paymaster in the United States 
Navy, for the loss which occurred by reason of the robbery of his safe at the 
United States naval station.i,.San Juan, Porto Rico, March 10, 1899, he having 
made the same good to the united States, and the said loss having occurred 
through no fault or negligence on his part, S3,479.03. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was; on page 45, after line 11, to insert: 
Repairs of buildings, Interior Department: For repairsof Interior Depart

ment and Pension buildings and of the old Post-Office Department building 
occupied by the Interior Department, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next a.mendment was, on page 45, after line 15, to insert: 
For removal of offices of the Interior Department to the old Post-Office 

Department building, $500. 
The amendment wa& agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 17, to insert: 
Contingent expenses, Interior Department: For postage stamps for the 

Department of the Interior and its bureaus, as required under the Postal 
Union, to prepay postage on matter addressed to Postal Union countries,~. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 22, to insert: 
Reimbursement of George W. Evans: To reimburse George W. Evans, 

disbursing clerk, Department of the Interior, the amount disallowed in the 
settlement of his account Repairs of buildings, Department of the Interior, 
1889, quarter ended March 31, 1899, on account of payments made by him by 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for cleaning snow from the side
walks around the several buildings of the Interior Department during the 
winter of 1899, $166. 75. 

Mr. HALE. In line 1, page 46, I move to amend the amend-
ment by striking out "1889" and inserting " 1899." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the line 11, 

page 46. 
Mr. HALE. On page 46, after line 11, I move to insert what I 

send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 
To pay for electric chandeliers for the corridors and committee rooms of 

the St;nate wing, to replace worn-out and obsolete gas fixtures, $1,500. 
Mr. HALE. After the amendment just adopted, I move to in

sert what I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 
To pay for mahogany doors for the Marble Room, President's Room, and 

room of the Committee on Finance, ~!9. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 46, aft-er the 
amendment just adopted, to insert: 

Steam heating and machinery, Senate wing: To pay the Otis Elevator 
Company for special repairs to Senate elevators, sooz. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, line 16, before the word 

''Electric," to strike out ''Washington" and insert ''Westing
house;~' so as to make the clause read: 

Lighting Capitol grounds: To pay the Westinghouse Electric and Manu
facturing Company for additions and repairs to the switchboard dynamo 
rooms of the Senate and Honse, $1,716.24. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 2, to strike out: 
To pay to Albert F. Easley, deputy surveyor, for sm·veying and establish

in a the exterior and connecting lines of the "Galisteo grant allotments 11 in 
Sa°nta Fe County, N. Mex., under contract of November 28, 1896, $96.88. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 8, 

page 47. 
Mr. HALE. After line 8 on page 47 I move to insert what I 

send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 
To pay the nece~ry expenses of printing the transcript in the case of 

J. F. Manning & Co. agairu!t the Chesapeake and Ohio Telephone Company, 
No, 19558, in equity, on appeal from the supreme court of the District of Co
lumbia to the court of appeals of said District and to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, said sum 
to be pajd by the Treasurer of the United States upon the certificate of the 
clerk of the court of appeals and of the Supreme Court of the United States~ 
respectively, certifying that the amount or amounts so to be paid is the acturu 
amount due for such printing. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 47, after the amendment just adopted, to insert: 
GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 

Government Hospital for the Insane: For current expenses of the Govern
ment Hospital for the Insane: For support, clothing, and treatment in the 
Government Hospital for the Insane of the insane from the Army and Navy, 
Marine Corps, Revenue-Cutter Service, and inmates of the National Home for 

Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, persons charged with or convicted of, crimes 
against the United States, who are insane, all persons who have become in
sane since their entry into the military or naval service of the United States, 
who have been admitted to the hospital and who are indigent, $2,276.53. 

Mr. HALE. After the word" indigent," in line 20, I move to 
insert " for the fiscal year 1899." 

The amendment to the amendment was ag1:eed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 2, to insert: 
To pay to Albert F. Easley, deputy surveyor, for surveying and establish· 

ing the exterior and connecting lines of the "Galisteo grant allotments" in 
Santa Fe County, N. Mex., under contract of November 28, 1896, $00.88. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 25, to insert: 
To pay to George E. Boos, manager of the Missoula Publishing Company, 

Missoula, Mont., for publishing advertisements of th.tee mineral-land lists in 
00 issues of said journal fi•om Jane 7to July J;.1898, this amount having been 
heretofore suspended, but now allowed, $!50.w. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page49, after line 6, to insert: 
For payment to John McMurray, manaaer of the Recorder, a newspaper 

published at Anaconda, Mont., as addition~ allowance for publishing lists of 
classified mineral lands, such additional allowance being based upon the rates 
provided for by Depru.·tment circular of April 13, 1895, $126.34. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 13, to insert: 
To pay the 12 members of the boards of mineral-land commissioners for 

the States of Montana and Idaho the balance due them for services during 
the month of October, 18W, $216.67 each; in all, $2,600.Q.i. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 19, to insert: 
For payments and reimbursements to the parties named, and in the 

amounts specified, respectively, on pages 6 and 7 of House Document No. 361. 
of the present session, under the title, "General Land Office," JJZT.07. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 50, to insert: 
To reimburse William A. Richards, late United States surveyor-general 

for Wyoming, for losses incurred by him through a cloud-burst upon July 6, 
1891, near Fort Washakie, upon the Shoshone Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Wyomin~, while in the discharge of his duties as surveyor-general 
examining a public survey, under section~ of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States and the special instructions of the Commissioner of the Gen
eral Land Office, $318. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 50, after line 10, I move to insert what I 

send to the desk. 
The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 

account of the appropriation "Appraisal and sa.le of abandoned military res--
ervations" for the fiscal year 1898, $25.09. • 

Mr. HALE. After the amendment just adopted I move to in~ 
sert what I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read and agreed tO', as follows: 
For the fiscal year 1900, $1.66. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 9 on 
page 52. 

Mr. HALE. At the bottom of page 51, line 23, the sum should · 
be struck out and the words "two thousand one hundred and 
twentv-nine dollars and nine cents" inserted. 

The· SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out $185.98 in line 
23, page 51, and insert $2,129.09, ~o as to read: 

For the fiscal year 1900, $2,129.09. 

The amendment was agreed t.o. 
Mr. HALE. At the top of the next page the amount in line 1 

should be struck out and the words "three thousand two hundred 
and twelve dollars and seventy-three cents" inserted. 

The SECREE.ARY. It is proposed to strike out, on page 52, 
line 1, the words "two thousand nine hundred and eighty-three 
dollars and eighteen cents," a.nd insert "three thousand two hun· 
dred and twelve dollars and seventy-three cents," so as to read: 

For the fiscal year 1899, $3,212.'13. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. In line 4, page 52, I move to strike out the amount 

and insert "Sl,025.86." · 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed, in line 4, page 52, to strike out 

"$913.67" and insert "$1,025.86;" so as to read. 
For the fiscal year 1898, $1,0'25.86." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. After line 9 on page 52 I move to insert what I 

send to the desk. 
The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 

account of the appropriation "vaccination of Indians," $5S. 
Mr. HALE. After the amendment just adopted I move to in

sert what I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 

account of the appropriation "support of Quapaws, education," $12. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 54, after line 2, to the Secretary saying that his decision was erroneons and it ought 
ineert: to have been allowed. I will read one sentence from his letter. 

To pay to the estate of Hopiahtubby, deceased, the amount of claim allowed 
as indemnity under treaty with the Choctaws and Chickasaws of 1855 on 
account of horses stolen by Comanche Indians in 1866, as per award of the 
Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and decision of 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, dated November 2, 1899, $2,():11.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 2, to insert: 
For the following, as fully set forth in House Document No. 677 of the 

present session, namely: 
To p:i.y for water rent at the Indian school, Flandreau, S. Dak., $250. 
The proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized to 

readjust the accounts of the special disbursing agent of the Commission to 
the Five Civilized Tribes for the first fractional third quarter, 1899, and allow 
so much of voucher No. 31 in said quarter as may have been paid for adver
tiaing, not to exceed $53.17. 

For support and civilization of the Makah Indians, Washington, including 
pay of employees, $600. . 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Klamaths, Modocs, and 
other Indians of the Klamath Agency, Oreg., including pay of employees, 

$l,~r support and civilization of the confederated tribes and bands in mid
dle Oregon, and for pay of employees, $500. 

For support and civilization of the Walla Walla, Cayuse, and Umatilla. 
tribes, Oregon, includin~ pay of employees, $2()0. 

For support and civilization of the Yakima!f and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employees, $350. 

For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in Utah, including 
traveling expenses of agents, sup_J?9rt and civilization of Indians at the Uin
tah Valley and Ouray agencies, S8UlJ. 

To pay for lands purchased for Seminoles in Florida $265. 75, to be paid 
from a balance on the books of the Treasury, under the title of "Homesteads 
for Seminoles in Florida." 

To pay those Indians who served the United States under Gen. O. 0. How
ard in the late war with Joseph's band of the Nez Perces tribe of Indians as 
scouts, couriers, and messengers, referred to in article 10 of the agreement 
of May 10, 1893, with the Nez Perces Indians. ratified by the act of Congress 
approved August 15, 18~i which claims are fully enumerated in House Doc
ument No. 552, Fifty-sixtn Congress, first session, $4,752. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, nnder the head of ''Twelfth Census," 

on page 57, after line 7, to insert: 
To pay Mrs. Ella M. Shell, widow of G. W. Shell, deceased, for services 

rendered by her husband as census supervisor for the fourth census district 
of South Carolina, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 10, 

page 60. 
Mr. HALE. On page 60, line 8, I move to strike out "five" 

and insert ''eight." 
The S~CRETARY. On page 60, line 8, it is proposed to strike out 

"five" and insert ''eight;" so as to read: 
For the fisc:ll year 1899, $84..9.06. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resnmed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 60, after line 10, 
to insert: 

Compromise of snit: To enable the Attorney-General to make settlement 
of a suit of T. F. Townsley against the United States pending in the circuit 
court for the district of Washington for damages claimed for alleged breach 
of contract for carrying reindeer between certain Siberian .and Alaskan 
ports, $1,718.68, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 14, to strike 

·ont: 
To pay Frank D. Allen, late United States district attorney for the dis

trict of Massachusetts, for services rendered the United States in the United 
States circuit court of appeals, $1,900. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator from Maine will allow the 
amendmept to be disagreed to. It has been twice put on in the 
Senate and lost in conference with tile House. Now the House 
has put it in. It is an entirely just claim, and I hope the Senator 
will agree that we may disagree to it. 

Mr. HALE. We struck it out because the report of the Comp
troller-the last report we had-reported against it on the ground 
that it was above the maximum compensation. I think the Sena
tor's colleague-I have not bad an opportunity-bas looked the 
matter up and has the subsequent atJtion. · 

Mr. HOAR. I have here a letter from the Comptroller of the 
Treasury, stating that it was a mistake. This is a claim on the 
part of the district attorney of Massachusetts for service in the 
court of appeals, rendered before 1898, by direction of the Attorney
General. In 1896 a law was passed providing that these services 
should be rendered as a part of the distric1rattorney's ordinary 
duties. .. 

But the committee, as I understand, recommended striking out 
this clause under the impression that these services had been ren
dered since that time. The Comptroller, however, writes that they 
were rendered before. Then the question came up whether they 
were to be inc:uded in the district attorney's maximum, but the 
Attorney-General and the Supreme Court of the United States 
have both held that they are not included in this maximum. The 
Comptroller, who had disallowed the claim, now writes a letter to 

This construction, so far as it relates to services of district attorneys in 
the circuit courts of appeal, was erroneous (decisions above cited)-

That is the decision of the Attorney-General-
and a. large number of claims not finally settled at the time of the rendition 
of the decisions cited, although presented and approved by the Attorney
General exactly as worthy accounts of Mr. Allen, have since been recast and 
paid, without reference to the fact as to whether the claimant had or had 
not received his maximum compensation. 

So the Comptroller says it ought to be paid. 
In addition to the decision of the Attorney-General, the matter 

has gone to the Supreme Court of the United States, and I will 
read one sentence from Mr. Justice Brewer's opinion, and it is the 
opinion of the court: 

Whenever the Attorney-General calls upon a district attorney to appear 
for the Government in a case pending in the court of appeals, he is not direct
ing him in the discharge of his official duties as district attorney, but is 
employing him as special counsel The duties so performed are not per
formed by him as district attorney, but by virtue of the special designation 
and employment by the Attorney-General, and the compensation which he 
may receive is not a part of his compensation as district attorne~r limited 
by the maximum prescribed therefor. It seems to us that this is the clear 
import of the statutes, and we have no difficulty in agreeing with the court 
of appeals in its opinion upon this question. 

Now, all the otheJ" district attorneys have been paid in accord
ance with that provision, and Mr. Allen has not been paid. The 
Senate has twice passed a special bill for paying him. The House 
put it into the deficiency appropriation bill, and I hope the com
mittee will allow the provision to stand. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the committee amendment be disagreed 
to, which will leave the clause in the bill. 

'l'he amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 61, after line 18, to insert: 
Court of appeals, District of Columbia: For additional amount as salary of 

the reporter of said court, $500, one-half of which shall be paid from the reve
nues of the District of Col nm bia. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 62, line 3, after the word 

''for," to insert" all compensation of connsel and;" in line 4, be
fore the word "prosecution," to strike out" further," and in the 
same line, after the word "prosecntion," to insert "to final con· 
clusion;" so as to make the clause read: 

Weil and La Abra cases: To enable the Attorney-General to giv°e any addi· 
, tional compensation he may deem proper to counsel for services in the cause 
of the United States against La Abra Silver Mining Company, finally deter
mined by the Supreme Court of the United States at the present term of said 
court, and for all compensation of counsel and fees and expeLses in the prose
cution to final conclnsion of the snit of the United States against Alice Weil 
and others, in which an appeal has been allowed by the -Court of Claims to 
the Supreme Court of the United States from the judgment of that court in 
favor of the United States, $10,000, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading was continued to line 23 on page 65. 
Mr. HALE. On page 65, after line 23, I move to insert: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 

account of the appro_priation "Fees of district attorney for southern district 
of New York, Umted States courts," $2,441.24. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

under the head of'' United States courts," on page 66, line 12, 
after the word" bailiffs," to insert" and criers;" and in line 13, 
before the word "in," to insert" bailiffs and one crier;" so as to 
make the clause read: , 

For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one crier in 
each court, except in the southern district of New York: Pi-ovided, That all 
persons employed under section 715 of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed 
to be in actual attendance when they attend upon the order of the courts: 
And 1n·ovidedfurther, t'tc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 14, to insert: 
For the support of the United States Penitentiary at Fort Leavenworth 

Kans.: For subsis~ence, inclu~ng SUJ>plies for prisoners, warden, deputy 
warden, and supermtendent of mdustries, tobacco for prisoners, kitchen and 
dining-room furniture and utensils; and for farm and garden seeds and im· 
plements, and for purchase of ice, if necessary, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading was continued to line 14 on page 69. 
Mr. HALE. On page 69,. lines 13 and 14, I move to strike out 

"$9,222.41 '~and insert "$10,574.01." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading was continued to line 13 on page 70. 
Mr. HALE. On page 70, in line 12, after the words "six hun

dred and forty-two," I move to insert" and Senate Document 
numbered 413." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move to strike out "$159,038.13" and insert 

"$159,0Gl.03," on page 'iO, line 15. 
The amendment was agl'Eed to. 
The Teading was continued to page 71, line 7. 
Mr. HALE. I_n line 7, after the words " six hundred and forty

two," I move to mse:rt "and Senate Document numbered 413." 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. HALE. I move to changethe amount in line9 by striking 
out " $4 7, 767.49 " and inserting " $4 7 ,833.41." 
1 The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. ~in line 12 I move to insert, after the words "six 
hundred and forty-two," the words "and Senate Document num
bered 413." These are subsequent estimates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move to change the total by striking out 

'' $6,085.39" and inserting "$6,102.43," in line 16, on page 71. 
The amendment was agreed ·to. 
The reading was continued to line 25. 
Mr. HALE. ln line 22, after the words "six hundred and forty

two," I move to insert" and Senate Document No. 413." 
The amendment was agreed to. · 
Mr. HALE. In lines 24 and 25 I move to strike out 

"Sl,478,328.12" and insert "$1,478,532. 77." 
The amendm13nt was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 72, line 2, I move to strike out" $1,062.83" 

and insert "$1,072.85." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 72, after line 2, to insert: 
DEPARTMENT. OF AGRICULTURB. 

For addit ional a.mount for rent of building occupied by the Bureau of 
Animal Industry, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 5, to insert: 
For additional a.mount for rent of building occupied by the Division of 

Chemistry, $1,300. · 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of "Legislative/' on 

page 72, after line 9, to insert: · 
SENATE. 

To reimburse NATHAN B. SCOTT, a. Senator from the State of West Vir
ginia, as full and final compensation for all expenses necessarily incurred 
by him in defense of his title to his seat in the Senate, ~,81iO. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The ne±t amendment waE, on p_age 72, after lino 15, to insert: 
To reimburse John T . McGraw and other remonstrants contesting the 

seat of NATHAN B. SCOTT, as a Sena.tor from the State of West Virginia, for 
all expenses in full and final payment thereof incurred by them in ·such con· 
test, $2,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 20, to insert: 
To pay Mrs. Jennie Pelton Hayward, widow of the late Hon. Monroe L. 

Hayward, Senator-elect from the State of Nebraska, $5,000. . • 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 23, to insert: 
To pay Horace C. Reed, clerk to the Committee on Rules of the Senate, for 

preparing, under the resolution of the Senate of March 2, 1899, an edition of 
the 8enate Manual, Sl,000. -

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 2, to insert: 
To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay the persons who performed 

the work of preparing and arranging .t1:J.e indexes to all the repor~ of the 
Secretaries of the Senate, under resolution of March 3, 1899, $2,000, which sum 
may be expended as additional pay or compensation to any officer or em
ployee of the United States, and to be paid only upon vouchers to be ap
proved ty the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. -
The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 11, to insert: 
To pay for services rendered to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 

Porto Rico in preparing the document entitled "Organic Acts for the Terri
tories of the United States, \vith notes thereon: also appendixes comprising 
other matters relating to the government of the Territories," compiled by 
direction of said committee and authorized by Senate resolution of February 
2 1900, $300, to be paid to the persons designated by the chairman of said 
committee to do said work. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 20, to insert: 
To pay Hawkins Taylor, assist.ant clerk to the Committee on Foreign Re

lations, for extra services, including compilation of the reports of said com
mittee, S500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 23, to insert: 
The Secretary of the SPnate is hereby authorized to pay to William Hay

ward, as clerk to Hon. M. L. Hayward, deceased, lat.ea Senator from the StatA 
of Nebraska. froru March \J to December 5, 189!1, from the appropriations for 
salaries of officers, clerks, and employees of the Senate for the fiscal years 
1899 and 1900. 

The amendment wa-s agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 6, to insert: 
The Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized to pay to William T. 

Bauskett. as clerk to Hon. JAME P. T.A.LlAFERRO, a Senator from the State of 
Florida, from April 25, to December 3, 1899, from the appropriations for 
salaries of officers, clerks, and employees of the Senate for the fiscal years 
1899 and 1900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 13, to insert: 
To reimLurse the official reporters of the proceedings and debates of the 

Senate for expenses incurred from March 4, 1899, to March 4, 1900, for clerk 
hire and other extra clerical services, $3,990. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74~ after line 18, to insert: 
To pay to the persons who performed the work of arranging and preRar

ing the Index of Private Claims introduced during the Fifty-second, Fifty
third. Fifty-fourth, and Fifty-fifth Congresses, under Senate resolution of 
June 10, 1898, $3,660, being the balance due under said resolution, to be paid 
only upon vouchers signed by tho chairman of the Committee on Claims of 
the Senate of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 2, to insert: 
To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to the officers and employees 

of the Senate who were borne on the rolls of the 8enate, includinl? the police 
rolls, December 31, 1899, and who were not borne on said rolls at tho close of 
the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, a sum equal to one month's pay 
at t.he rate of compensation paid to them at the time of their resignation or 
discharge, and a sufficient sum for this purpose is hereby appropriated, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That 
no payment shall be made hereunder to any officer or employee who was re
employed in the service of the Senate within the period named. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call the attentjon of the chairman 
of the committee and of the Senate to an amendment that ought 
to be put into that clause of the bill for the purpose of rendering 
equal justice to the gentlemen who were discharged from the 
service of the Senate. The gentlemen came here, of course, under 
the appointment they had, and they expected naturally that they 
would be retained until the end of the session; but at all events 
they were finally discharged, some of them from the service of 
the Senate and others who were discharged in like manner have 
been reappointed not to the sameplaces bnttoplacesof an inferior 
salary and inferior grade, and some of them to places of a very 
low grade. I suppose these gentlemen do not want to have their 
poverty advertised, but I know the names of a number of them 
who are very necessitous. _ 

I propose, in line 8, to insert the words " at the same or a larger 
rate of pay or salary;" so that the paragraph will read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay-
Mr. HALE. I see no objection to that; at any rate, it will carry 

it into conference. I will accept that amendment. 
Mr. MORGAN. The same amendment would have to come in 

on line 13, after the word" reemployed." 
l\fr. HALE. Let the Senator state the words to the clerks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Ala

bama state his first amendment? 
Mr. MORGAN. In line 8, after the word" Congress," I move 

to insert: 
At the same or a larger rate of pay or salary. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORGAN. In line 13, after the word "reemployed," I 

move to insert the same words: 
At the same or a. larger rate of pay or s~lary. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 75, after line 14, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year ending June 

30, 1898, $3l95. -
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 17, to insert: 
For miscellaneons items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year ending June -

30, 1899, ~.00'.l. ' 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 75, after line 20, I move to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $10,00'.l. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 75, after line 20, to insert: 
For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 per thou-

sand, $1,00'.l. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 22, to insert: 
For repairing a.:Q.d furnishing Senate committee rooms, $4:,709. 

Mr. HALE. In line 23 I move to strike out" For" and to in-
sert the words: 

To pay A; H. Davenport for. 

So as to read: 
'l'o pay A. H. Davenport for repairing and furnishing Senate committee 

rooms, $!,709. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 75, after line 24, to insert: 
To reimburse L. P. Seibold, custom-house broker, for money expended by 

him in withdrawing from the custom-house at Washington, D. C., the picture 
of Pocahontas, which wn.s subsequently p!"esented to and accepted by the 
Senate of the United States, $11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the subhead "House of Rep

resentatives," on page 77, after line 21, to insert: 
which covers certain audited· claims sent in by the Departments 

To pay the legal representatives of James Gill a.mount due him for services 
as clerk to the late Representative Evan E. Settle from November 1 to No
vember 16, 1899, $52.17. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 14, to insert: 
To A. C. Latimer, $2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 15, to insert: 
To R.R. Tolbert, jr., $2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 79, l~ne 18, to increase the 

total appropriation for allowances of contestants and contestees for 
expenses mcurred by them in contested-election cases, as audited 
and recommended bytheCommitteeson Elections, from$37,355.76 
to $41,355. 76. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 9, to insert: 

since the bill was reported to the Senate. · · 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore . . The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 99, after line 4, it is proposed to in

sert: 
SEC. 3. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be due 

hy the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appro
priations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur· 
plus fund, under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and 
under appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service 
of the fiscal year 1897 and prior years, unless otherwise stated and w..hich 
have been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of JUiy 7, 1884, as 
fully set forth in Senate Document No. il5, Fifty.c;;ixth Congress, first session, 
there is appropriated as follows: 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE .AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
l< or contingent expenses, Treasury Department: Freight., telegrams, etc., 
~n -

For contingent expenses, Treasury Department: Stat~onery, ~cal year 
1898, $1,117.41. 

For detection and prevention of-frauds upon the customs revenue, 52 cents. 
For repayment to importers, excess of deposits, $4.20. 
For expenses of Revenue-Cutter Service, 28 cents. 
For Life-Saving Service, 6 cents. 

PUBLIC PRINTING .AND BINDING. For repairs and incidental expenses of light-housea, fOOO. 
CL.A.IMS .ALLOWED BY TlIB .AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 

For printing and binding for the Supreme Court of the United States, For pay, etc., oft.he Army, $1.048.69. 
$2,500. For pay of two and three year volunteers, $381.51 

The amendment was agreed to. For bounties to volunteers, their widows, and legal heirs, $!21.67. 
M H L 1 f th d · 4' I For bounty under act of July 28, 1866, $200. r. A E. On page 87, line 6, a ter e wor "m, move For bounty under act of July 11, 1862, $100. 

to insert the word'' House·;" so as to read: "House Document." For pay of volunteers . . $85.86. 
The amendment was agreed to. · For contingencies of the Army, $68.18. 
Mr. HALE. In line 17, after the words" six hundred and sev- . For incidental expenses, Quartermaster's Department, $1,132.80. For headRtones for graves of soldiers, $28.33. . . 

enty-six," I move to insert the words "and · Senate Document For construction of military posts on the Yellowsto:qe and Muscleshell 
No. 416." · rivers, $2.'i.23. 

The amendment was agreed to. CL.A.UIS .ALLOWED BY THE .AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. HALE. I move to change the amount to "$466,379," strik- For pay of the Navy, $547.18. 

· t ·' t!!976 655 " · 1 · 17 87 For pay of the Marine Corps, $1. 92. 1ng OU • _;,,., ! • in 1ne · page • For contingent, Marine Corps, $15.65. 
The amendment was agreed to. For contin~ent, Bureau of Ordnance, $5. 
The reading was continued to page 88, line 20. For provisions, Navy, Bureau of.Supplies and Accounts, $9.90. 
Mr. HALE. On pa~e 88, line 20, after the words "six hundred For bounty for destruction of enemies' vessels, $1.63. 

~ For indemnity for logt clothing, $2,96.5.56. 
and sixty-seven," I move to insert" and Senate Document No. 417." For destruction of clothing and bedding-for sanitary reasons, "$132.~. 

The amendment was agreed to. CLAIMS .ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR D"EP.ARTM~T . . 
.Mr. HALE. On page 88, line 21, after the word "appealed,~' I For contingent expenses of land offices, $12.65. 

move to strike out "twenty-five thousand three hundred and fifty- For surveying the public lands, SL3,007.83. 
one dollars and seventy cents," and insert ''twenty-seven thou- Indians: For surveying and allotting Indian reservations,.$29. 73. 
Sand two dollars and ei~hty-nine cents." For surveying a portion of .Blackfeet Reservation in Montana, $10. 

~ Ptnsions: For Army pensions, ~-
The amendment was agreed to. CL.All1S ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE ST.A.TE .AND. OTHER DEPART-

. Mr. HALE. In the next item, on page 89, line 6, after the words MENTs. 
"six hundred and thirty-eight," I move to insert the words "and DEPARTMENT oF STATE. 
Senate Document No. 414." For ealaries, consular service, $32.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. For relief and protection of American seamen, 16.30. 
Mr. HALE. On page 89, line 6, after the amendment just in- DEPARTMENT oF AGRICULTURE. 

serted, I move tostrike out" 594,658.59" and insert" $181,734.92." For salarie~ and expenses, Bureau of ~al Industry, $1.09. 
'l'he amendment was agreed to. · DEPART.MENT oF JUSTICE. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at section 2, on I For pay of bailiffs, etc., United States courts, $18. · ' 

page 89, line 11, and continued th~ reading to the end of the fol- OLA.IMS ALLO"fED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
lowing provision, on page 94, from line 9 to line 17: For clerk hire, $37.50. 

For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. $2,017.38: The amendment was agreed to. 
Pi-01.'ided, That no part or any one of the claims to which this ap:propria- Mr. HALE. Under the arrangement which was made the com-

tion is applicable shall be paid therefrom which accrued more than su: years •tt d t 1 t d B f · t d · I prior to the filing of the petition in the Court of Claims upon which the judg- m1 ee amen men s are comp e e · e ore movmg o a Journ, 
ment was rendered, which, being affirmed by the Supreme Court, has been give notice that I shall call the bill up at the end of · the routine 
adopted by the accounting officers as the basis for the allowance of said claim. morning business to-morrow, and hope that it can be completed 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from in a very short time. 
Maine to what appropriation this proviso applies-whether to the I now move that the Senate adjourn. 
whole four, or only to this appropriation for the Bureau of Sup- The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o'clock and 15 minutes 
plies and Accounts? p. m.) the Senate adjourn~ until to-morrow, Saturday, June 2, 

Mr. HALE. It applies to provisions. 1900, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Mr. CHANDLER. It is a statute of limitations. Was it not 

intended to apply to more than provisions? 
Mr. HALE. The Senator can change it. · 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know how to change it, because I 

do not know whether it is intended to apply to all -the claii;ns in 
this bill or not. I know it is a useful provision, and that the 
Senator has drafted it on several occasions, but it is very difficult 
to determine to what appropriations the proviso applies. 

Mr. HALE. I will move to amend, in line 11, on page 94, by 
inserting, after the word " claims," the words "allowed by the 
Auditor for the Navy Department in this bill." That will cover it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo re. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRET.A.RY. On page 94, line 11, after the word "claims," 

it is proposed to insert" allowed by the Auditor for the Navy De
partment in this bill," so as to make the clause read: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 1,-1900. 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the till (H. R. 10308) to 
extend to certain publications the privileges of second-class mail 
matter as to admission to the mail with Senate amen<lments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 
Provided, Thatnopartoranvoneoftheclaimsallowed bytheAnditorfor Mr LOUD Mr Speaker I w·11 ask .i.he H t a· t 

the Navy Department in this bill to which this a-ppropriatio~ is applicable · · · • ' L ouse O .1sagree O 
shall~ paid therefrom which accrued more tllan six years prior to the filing the amendments of the Senate and ask for a c~nference. 
of the petition in the Uourt of Claims upon which the judgment was rendered, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
which_, being affirmed by t~e Supreme Court, has ~een ~dopted by the ac- the House disagree to the amendments of the Senate and ask for 
countmg officers as the basIS ~or the allowance of said claim. a conference. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 

The amendment was agreed to. I hears none. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. - The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the-part of-the House 
Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, Mr. LouD, Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, and Mr. GRIGGS. 

- I 
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TRUSTS. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 

from Kentucky (Mr. BoREING]. 
Mr. BOREING. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the opposi

tion of our Democratic friends to the proposed amendment is 
more a matter of habit or custom than a difference of opinion as 
to trusts. For forty years the Republican party has done the 
thinking and legislating for the people. The growth and devel
opment of the country and the advancement of our civilization 
are complete vindications of the wisdom of the legislation and the 
integrity of the purposes of the Republican party. Their first 
act was the ~estruction of the most wicked and degrading trust 
that was ever authorized or provided for by the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. In this destruction the Republican 
party not only emancipated labor, but the human mind and con
science as well. This was the first and, in fact, the one great 
advancement our country has made since the adoption of the 
Constitution in 1789. The Democratic party for these forty years 
have been the wilderness. Their chief occupation has been that 
of complaining. They have made issue with the Republicans in 
everY: Presidential campaign since 1860 and opposed every pro
gressive step that a Republican Congress 01· Republican Admin
istration has taken, but to-day they are unwilling to go before 
the country and ask for restoration to power on any issue they 
have heretofore made, but now seek to make an issue upon trusts, 
a subject upon which they have never gone on record in a legisla
tive enactment, notwithstanding their party was in full control 
of all branches of the Government from 1892to1896. · 

But, since they are not able to make an issue on trusts, they 
undertake to raise the issue of sincerity upon the part of the 
Republican party in its opposition to trusts~ and claim that the 
pending measure is a trick and a fraud to deceive the people and 
a scheme to put the Democratic party in a hole. But why should 
the Democratic party allow us to put them in a hole? If this side of 
the House is insincere, why does not the other side take advantage 
of their opportunity to test our sincerity by voting unanimously for 
the pending bill, giving it the required two-thirds majority, then 
have the legislature of every Democratic State in the Union ratify 
this amendment; and if the Republican States fail to do the same, 
then the Republicans and not the Democrats will be in the hole. 
Mr. Speaker, I take a more charitable view of the Democratic 
party than they do of us. I believe they are sincere in their oppo
sition to ~rusts. But their distrust of the Republican party and 
their habits of opposition to Republican legislation are so 
thoroughly developed that they would rather have trusts than to 
help the Republican party destroy them. They have now wan
dered in the wilderness as long as Moses lead the children of Israel, 
forty years. They have many times been bitten by the fiery ser
pent. But still, with their eyes turned toward the past, they long 
for the :fleshpots of Egypt rather than go into the land of Canaan 
along with the Republicans. 

In Kentucky we have had the whisky and the tobacco trusts. 
Both are controlled by Democrats and but little is sard in politics 
about either. But we have one n6W trust down there that I am 
glad to say has aroused both Republicans and Democrats, and 
that is known as the Goebel trust. This trust involves the civil 
liberty of the people. It has been so skillfully gotten up that it 
is above the law and out of the reach of the courts, but the people 
of Kentucky have made up their minds to put it down. So far as 
Kentucky is concerned, it mattei·s very little what is written in 
the platforms in Philadelphia and Kansas City, the one issue will 
be the destruction of the Goebel trust. Upon this issue the Re
pn blicans are united and the Democrats are divided. Some of 
my Democratic colleagues on the floor say that this monster will 
stand. Senator Blackburn, in a recent deliverance, says it must 
go; but while these machine Democrats are discussing the subject 
as a matter of expediency and policy, there are thonsands of Free
Silver Democrats and Confederate soldiers in Kentucky who stand 
pledged to vote with the Republican party or any other party 
which opposes Goebelism until this office-stealing trust is de
stroyed. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

MUSCLE SHOA.LS POWER COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House Senaw bill 
3598, which the Clerk will report. A House bill similar in pur
port has been favorably reported from the appropriate House 
committee ancl is now on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (8. 3593) to amend an act granting to the Muscle Shoals Power Com

pany right to erect and construct canal and power stations at Muscle 
Shoals, Alabama. 
Be it enacted. etc., That section 2of an act entitled "An act grantin"' to the 

Muscle Shoals Power Company right to erect and construct canal and power 
stations at Muscle Shoals, Alabama," approved March 3, 18b'9, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so as to r ead as follows: 

•·SEC. 2. That unless the work herein authorized be commenced within 
two years, and completed within four years from the date hereof, the privi
leges hereby granted shall cease and be determined." 

Mr. ~AYLOR of Alabama.4 Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill be 
P.Ut on its passage. It calls for no appropriation and as has been 
stated by the Chair, a similar bill has been reported by the House 
committee and is now on the Calendar. 
. There being no objection, the bill was taken up, read three 

times, and passed. 
Honse bill 9542, of similar purport, was, by unanimous consent 

laid on the table. ' 

EXTEXSION OF R..A..ILROA.D LINES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLFMBIA., 

. The bill (H. R. 2826) ~uthorizing and requiring certain exten· 
s1ons ~o b~ made to the ~mes of the Capital Traction Company of 
the District of Columbm was laid before the House with amend· 
ments of the Senate; which we1·e read. 

.Mr. JENKINS. I move that the Honse concur in the Senate. 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider tbe last 

vote was laid on the table, 
TRUS!S. 

Mr. TERRY. I yiel_d to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEJIING], for ten minutes. 
. Mr. FLEM~NG. Mr. Spea~er, ~have no prepared speech; and 
m the short time allowed me it will be my purpose to state some 
of the conclusions at which I have arrived rather than to elaborate 
an argument in support of them. 
. If ::in impartial observer were to examine into the present situa· 

tion_ m ~he ~o.use to-day, no matter how averse he might be to 
attributing msm~ere motives to either party to this controversy, 
h.e could not avoid the C?nc!usion that the pending joint reso1u· 
ti.on to an:en~ the Const_1tution on the subject of trusts and the 
b111 _carrymg mt~ operation powers that Congress now has on that 
subJect are not mtended to become laws at this session of Con· 
gress. 

I do not undertake to read the mind of any gentleman on the 
other side who has charge of this measure; but I do say there are 
certain facts to which we can not shut our eyes which force us 
~o th~t c_onclusion. In the first place, I call attention to the dela.y 
m brmgmg both of these measures before the House for its con· 
sideration. This Congress met last December; and now, here in 
the ~atter p_art ?f ~fay, we ha;ye the committee bringing in a res· 
olution which, m its sub~tantlve part at least, does not comprise 
m~re than four or five Imes. Can gentlemen tell us that it re
quired the action and study of the Judiciary Committee for six 
months to evolve a resolution of four lines? 

If that re~olution conld by any possibility pass the House to-day, 
the Republican members and managers know that it can not pass 
~h~ Senate ~t this_ session. So I say, in the first place, the delay 
m mtroducmg this measure shows that the Republican authorit.:.Ss 
who have it in char e -never intended it to become operative until 
after the ensuing national campaign. 
.I~ the next ~~ace, it has been· the deliberate purpose of the Ju. 

diciary Committee, supported by the majority vote on that side of 
the House, ~prevent any amendment whatever being attached to 
the resolution_ to amend the Constitutbn. That fact of itself 
sJ:ows conclns1yely that the gentlemen in charge of this measure 
did not expect it to pass and, I may say further, did not want it 
to pass. 

. It is idle to claim, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
did yesterday, that this is a measure of the majority that they are 
responsi"!>le for it, and if the m~o~ty do not choo~e to accept it 
we can s1IDply refuse. and the maJonty takes the responsibility be
fore the. com? try. The gentlema~ from. Ohio knows, as every 
member m thJS House knows, that it requires a two-thirds vote to 
pass this resolution through the House, and that a mere majority 
vote can not have any effect whatever in reaching the object 
which he professes to desire. 

The gentleman from Ohio rMr. GROSVENORl and the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee (Mr. RAY of New York] and the chair
man of the .Co~mitt~e on .Rules [.Mr. DALZELL], who have put the 
whole .subJect m th1s attitu~e, knew all a1ong that it required a 
two-thmla vote, and that this two-thirds vote could not be fur· 
nished by the Rep~bl~can party alone, but t~at they must rely 
upon the Democratic side of the Chamber to give sufficient votes 
to make the two-thirds. If yo.u had. desired to pass this bill, you 
would have shown some consideration for the wishes and views 
of the minority in the House, from whom you are obliged to draw 
your strength in order to be successful. 

But instead of offering any compromise measure-instead of 
allowing us the usual parliamentary courtesies-the Judiciary 
Commit~a and the Committee on Rules, backed by the majority 
on t.hat side o~ the Chamber, have absolutely denied us an oppor..
tumty of altenng one word-of crossin.O' a "t" or dotting an "i :,_ 
~ this amendment which yon try to f~ce us to accept. That fact 
m the hands of such successful politicians as are managing this 
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bill is evidence-overwhelming and irresistible-that gentlemen The second section, which embodies the substance of the reso-
on that side of the Rous~ do not want enough votes from this side lution, reads as follows: 
of the House to enable them to pass this resolution. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, control, prohibit, or dissolve 

But in the third place, Mr. Speaker, if anything else were lack- trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a corpora
ing to prove to an impartial observer that this resolution is not tion or otherwise. 
intended to pass the House and Senate, we find that evidence in Under other terms of that section, also, any State law will be 
the fact that there are no lobbyists around Congress to-day and void which may come in conflict with any act of Congress passed 
have been none since this resolution was taken up seeking to pre- under cover of the broad provisions of this resolu~on. I do not like 
vent its passage. Can anyone for an instant believe that if the the language in which this power is granted to Congress. That 
trusts of this country had not some sort of underground under- language involves some very suspicious omissions. We all know 
standing that this resolution is not to be passed through both that the basis of anti-trust legislation in this country was laid in 
Houses of Congress, they would be here in force working and lob- what is genererally known as the Sherman anti-trust law of 1890. 
bying against its passage? In that act the word'' combination" is qualified and restricted by 

But if there has been one lobbyist opposing its passage, I have the following words: "In restraint of trade or commerce." 
yet to hear it. I did not expect, of course, to see him; for no lob- Why should the Republican majority of the Judiciary Commit
byist has ever paid me the compliment to try to get my vote in tee see fit to blot out thoserestrictingwords in this constitutional 
one way or another-either because he knew he could not get it, amendment? It was not an unintentional omission. It has some 
or because he did not consider it worth having. But I have mate purpose. The country is crying out against the oppression of com
inquiries, and theso inquiries have been extended to my Repub- binations in restraint of trade or commerce, but this proposed 
lican friends, and they, who ought to know and who would know. amendment is not aimed at such combinations alone, but is open 
tell me that no lobbyist representing the trust interests has been to the constrnction of being aimed at all combinations, whether of 
hereseekingtooppose thepassageofthisresolution. Whatgreater labor, of capital, orotherwise. Who doubts that under this broad 
proof, what more overwhelming testimony does the country want language Congress will be clothed with the power to declare ille
that the Republican managers do not intend it to pass? If they gal every labor organization in the United States, and to inflict a 
did intend it to pass, the trusts' lobbyist.'3 would be here to prevent penalty on those who join such organizations? 
its passage. Who doubts that Congress would have power to declare every 

Now, Mr. Speaker, on the wild assumption that this resolution strike illegal and place a penalty on evei:y laborerwho engaged in 
could pass this House, what would be the effect of it? Suppose, a strike? 
on a further wild assumption, it could pass the Senate at thi~ This construction is not far fetched, because the Sherman Act, 
session of Congress. What would be the effect of it before the which the country supposed at first was aimed against combina
country? The Republican party in tbe House and in the Senate tions of capital, was in the celebrated Debs case made to apply 
would be besought by these agents and lobbyists of the trusts not directly and immediately to combinations of workingmen seeking 
to go to work to break down their interests until after the people to redress their wrongs as they understood them. The United 
had spoken on the question, and every bill exercising the power States circuit court judge who tried that case expressly based his 
which Congress now has to throttle these trusts would be held in decision upon the language of the Sherman Act: "Combination 
abeyance at their request or at their behest until the people had in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of 
the opportunity at least to say whether they wished this consti- trade or commerce;" and the Supreme Court of the United States, 
tutional amendment adopted. That would be the argument. in reviewing that decision, while they placed their opinion upon 
Everybody knows it. And that would be the excuse of this broader grounds, stated expressly that it was not to be understood 
House or the excuse of the Senate, where it could be worked per- that they disapproved the position taken by the court below. 
haps to better advantage than it could here, to pass no trust legis- Are the people of the States ready to pass over to Congress such 
lation at all. unlimited power and in d.oing so tie their own hands in the mat-
~ You have a bill, introduced concurrently, I might say, with this ter of future legislation? 
resolution, which will, in my judgment, if honestly enforced, I have another objection to the language of this resolution. By 
throttle every trust in the United States, especially if the Rta.tes bringing together the word "regulate" and the word "monopo
themselves will come forward and do their own duty. And yst lies" you will perceive that Congress will be clothed with the 
you do not expect to pass that bill. You have already fixed the power to regulate a monopoly. Now, under the common Jaw all 
time of adjournment for the 6th day of June. You are not going monopolies are absolutely illegal and our courts have held that 
to vote upon that bill until the 2d day of June-to-morrow. It such monopolies could be restrained and prohibited whenever 
will reach the Senate on Monday. What man in this House be- they were brought into court with sufficient evidence to make 
lieves that the Senate of the United States is going to act upon legal proof. Yet under this new amendment Congress w-0uldab
such a question as that in so short a time, and take it up and rush solutely have the power to permit the existence of a monopoly 
iti:hrough? No, Mr. Speaker, the immediate, the necessary effect and cfuoose their own method to regulate it. What necessity is 
of passing the rr,solution which is now before the House will be there for the States to surrender such authority to Congress? 
the postponement of all legislation against the trusts that can be Furthermore, under the broad language of this amendment, why 
of any avail until after the Presidential campaign. would Con~ess not have power to make it unlawful for the pro-

Why is it that these trusts are so silent? Why is it they are ducersofany agricultural commodity to get together and endeavor 
making no protest? I have not even seen protesting editorials in to protect themselves by combined action looking toward a re
the newspapers that certainly can be controlled by these instru- striction in the quantity of their output? The cotton producers 
mentalities-have been in the past and will be in the future. I of the South, impoverished for years by the low price of their 
have beard no fears expressed by them. I have hea1·d of no cotton, caused in part by excessive production, met a year or more 
threats of commercial disaster scattered·through the country by ago and sought to combine their influence so as to restrict the 
them. What does it all mean? It means that they know that for acreage to be planted in the future. 
the time being the trusts are perfectly safe. Do the people intend that Congress shall have the power to de-

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that they have some cause clare that thesemen who work the soil and produce their crops by 
to rest in security upon this question. _ the sweat of their faces .shall not make a combination for the pur-

For would it not be the basest ingratitude for the Republican pose of restricting their own output? Shall any power be given 
party after receiving the immense contributions which the trusts to Congress to compel them directly or indirectly to continue to 
made to their campaign fund of 1896 to now turn upon and de- produce an overpl us of cotton in order that other people may profit 
stroy their benefactors? Such ingratitude is not to be expected, by the low prices? . _ 
and evidently is not anticipated by the magnates of the trusts. It is no answer to these objections for a member to say that 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I would call attention to this significant Congress would not exercise its power in an opp1·essive way. No 
fact, that while fifteen amendments have been adopted to our man can tell what Congress will do when lashed into fury by 
Constitution, not one of the fifteen confers any additional power party spirit and hate. 
whatever upon Congress. If this amendment should be adopted, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], in his re
it will be the first time since the foundation of the Constitution marks to the House on yesterday, sought to make it appear that 
was laid and the balance of power between the Federal Govern- the position of the Democrats in opposition to this amendment 
ment and the State governments adjusted that the States have was a repudiation of the declaration of Mr. Bryan on this sub
ever been willing to part with any more of their reserve power in ject. The gentleman used these words: " But when we come 
order to bestow it upon the Federal Congress. here to-day and offer yon the remedy suggested by yotir own 

The first section of the resolution now before the House is en- leader," etc., we refused to accept it. They have never offered us 
. tirely unnecessary and irrelevant to the subject-matter of this Mr. Bryan's remedy. There is no antagonism whatever between 
legislation. It is a covert attempt to inject into the Constitution the position announced by Mr. Bryan and that taken by the Dem
the recognition of an imperialistic doctrine that the Constitution ocratic members on this resolution. 
does not extend to all the tenitory under the sovereignty of the I Mr. Bryan, before the Chicago trust conference, suggested a 
United States. line of Congressional action for the control of trusts. He expressly 

. 
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stated that in the event such a law as proposed by him should I There is ~o doubt but the dust from the wheels of some peopl~'s 
be declared unconstitutional, then he was "in favor of so amend- carriages is more annoying than that of others. 
ing the Federal Constitution as to give Congress the power to But there are always men greater than wealth and greater than 
destroy every trust in the country." Or, in other words, his posi- poverty, and it takes about as much greatness to be great under 
tion was that we should exhaust the powers which Congress now one condition as it does under the other. [Applause.] 
possesses to remedy the evil; and if we fail in onr purpose after Human nature is about the same in its fundamental out.lines 
such &.xhaustive legislation, then we should seek by constitutional from a dollar a day to too much. 
amendment to give power to Congress to destroy every trust. Let us not be self-righteous because we are bard up. There is 

'l'he Republicans have not exhausted that constitutional power. really no piety in being poor. 
The proof of that fact is that they have a bill now pending and to be Let us not be seduced by demagogues into class prejudice. To 
voted on to-morrow which contains an enlarged exercise of Con- pull down and destroy business enterprise gives no man a dais 
gressional power and which, in my judgment, ought to, if hon- work except the agitator aud the demagogue. 
estly enforced, meet in large measure the difficulties of the situa- Many people mistake envy for political economy. It is very 
tion. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not fair in saying easy for the man of moderate income to see that a millionaire 
that he offers us the remedy proposed by Mr. Bryan. He has not ought to be disciplined. (Applause.] 
accepted Mr. Bryan's Congressional legislative remedy, nor can But if by a sudden turn of fortune's wheel the strong and the 
anyone believe that 1'1r. Bryan would indorse the resolution now rich should be cast down and the poor and the lowly should be 
before t.he House seeking to amend the Constitution. lftted up, does anyone suppose that the insolence of the suddenly 

Mr. Speaker~ a great deal has been said and written on this trust enriched would be less irritating than the arrogance of established 
question. Much wisdom and much nonsense have been uttered. I position? 
do not take the position that under no circumstances would I vote LEGISLA.TION A.1'"'1> REGENERATION. 

for a proper constitutional amendment to control trust s if it were As Mr. Lecky has remarked, "There is a constant tendency in 
necessary; but I do take the position that Congress has power yet the human mind to expect too much of government." 
unexercised to meet the emergenCies. If, when that power has There will p1·obably never come a time when the moral regen-
been honestly used and enforced, we still fail to protect the rights eration of mankind can be accomplished by legislation. 
of the people, then, sir, I would hold myself in readiness to vote Nothing short of a moral regeneration as great as that with 
for a properly drawn amendment to the Constitution. Under the which ls ehemiah electrified the Jews at the rebuilding of J erusa
interstate-commerce act we can control the transportation of trust lem can even approximately even things up. 
articles from one State to another in such manner and to such A Bible class and a Committee of Ways and Means have few 
extent as to prevent the financial success of any trust depending points of resemblance. 
upon interstate commerce. A Government like oµrs is run by citizens with temporarily 

It is true Congress has no power to interfere with the manufac- delegated powers. 
tare and production of trust articles within a State, but I venture A legislator is not transformed by change of residence from the 
the assertion that there is not a trust in the entire country to-day office or farm to the State or National Capital. 
that could live for twelve months if its interstate commerce were The legislative oath of office actually performs no supernatmal 
shut off. Furthermore, if a trust operates solely within any State, function, confers no mantle of w~sdom or prophecy, although 
then it is within the power of that State to control or crush.it. some gentlemen seem to suspect this of themselves. 
Theoretically speaking, there ought to be no real difficulty in de- Congi·es3 theoretically is composed of gentlemen fairly repre
stroying every trust in the United States if this power of Con- sentative of the average intelligence of the communities which 
gress over interstate commerce is fully exerted against them in they purport to r epresent. 
cooperation with the power of the State within its own territory. Therefore no Congress is wise enough to go ahead and macadam-

The difficulty seems to lie in the practical details of operation. ize a highway over which the rest of humanity shall travel to the 
What the country needs now more than anythjng else is an Execu- millennium. 
tive in the White House who is sincerely and honestly opposed to Congress does well if it is fairly responsive to the best public 
trusts and who will put the machinery of the Government to opinion. 

IXDUSTRIAL TRANSITION. work against them. 
I believe such power as we now have is sufficient; but when

ever in the future, after honest effort, we find that power insuffi
cient, we can still amend the Constitution, and I trust that when 
that time comes "7e wm have a membership on th1s floor and in 
the Judiciary Corumittee which will exercise more wisdom and 
discretion in formulating the amendment which they propose to 
add to the Constitution. [Applause on the Democratic side:] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
DISPOSITION OF WASTE PA.PER. 

The SPEAKER announced as members on the part of the Honse 
on the Joint Committ.ee on Disposition of Useless Paper in the 
Post-Office Department. Mr. BouTELL of Illinois and Mr. Fuz
GERALD of Massachusetts. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield thirty minutes to the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. HAMILTON]. . 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, human nature is selfish. and 
it is never less selfish when organized into corporations~ and cor
porations are never less selfish when organized into trusts and 
trust combines. 

The Bible enjoins diligence in business. Be "not slothful in 
business-fer_vel)t in spirit serving the Lord." The man in the par
able of the talents who" went and traded" with his talent and 
returned 100 per cent on the amount left with him, was made 
"ruler over many things;" while the man who pinched nobody, 
took no bonuses, conducted no foreclosures, never cornered the 
market nor wrecked a railroad, but digged in the earth and hid 
his ta.lent away against his master's return, lost even that which 
he had. 

Afterwards. no doubt, he sat at the gates of the city and railed 
against capital, while the" l'Ulers over many things" rode by in 
their chariots on state occasions. . 

There are many asses in gold harness. Thereismuch "vacuity 
trimmed with lace," and every once in a while it maITies some de
generate descendant of so-called foreign nobility and advertises its 
wardrobe. 

And many people, by reason of their gilded and ruffied asinin-
ity and vacuity, provoke indiscriminate revilings. 

There are some wealthy people who breed discontent by the in
considerate way in which they fl.aunt their well-fed and well
dressed prosperity in the faces of the less fortunate. 

In the language of Edmund Burke, "It is one of the finest 
problems of legislation what the state ought to take upon itself 
to direct by the public wisdom and what it ought to leave with as 
little interference as possible to individual discretion." 

The trust problem is a part of our commercial life-part of our 
national life. 

It is important beyond the present and is intimately associated 
with the future organiz11tion of economic life. 

We are in the midst of another transition period in human 
historv. ...-: 

We-are passing from individual to corporate enterprise neces
sarily. We are passing from individualism to centralization. 

The huge business machine, with all its machine ramifications, 
is driving out the small workshop. 

You can not shoe a horse by machinery, so the blacksmith shop 
remains; but a horseshoe trust sells the horseshoes cheap, and a 
horse nail trust sells the horse nails cheap, and a hammer trust 
sells the hammers cheap that drive the horse nails home. 

The village cobbler lingers, but his business is confined to nail
ing half soles, sold cheap by a trust, onto trust-made snoes, sold 
cheap. 

The rest of the iron and leather workers have themselves become 
parts of a huge machine, and stand all day long superintending 
another machine for making wheels or heels. 

This is not new. England passed through an analogous phase 
near the close of the last century when Watt discovered steam, 
and the discoveries of Whitney, Arkwright, Cartwright, and 
Hargreaves revolutionized the cotton industry. 

But let us be fair. The laborer neverreceivedhigherwages for 
shorter days than now; never went home to a better home than 
the American home, and never was better fed and better clothed 
than now, and never had more time and opportunity for reading 
and mental development than now. f Applause.] 

Neither can it be denied that everything in our markets, from 
a pin to a locomotive, ~rom a pa~r of shoes to a suit of clothes, 
has more of grace and 1s more smentifically fitted to human needs 
than ever before. 

By combination business in most industries is being reduced to 
a few large units, run by a few large units. 

This is an age of commercial giants , working with perfect accu
racy with machines perfectly designed to do their work without 
deviation. 
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If flesh and blood are caught in the cogs, the machine grinds on. 

However, let us be fair again. There never was a time when 
greater scientific consideration was given to the amelioration of 
the condition o.f all classes than now; but charity even bas its 
machine attributes and there has developed such a thing as char
itable brokerage. 

The machine and the management thereof have'become identi
fied, and the management has become in a measure subordinate 
to the machine. 

It is conceivable that God himself-I say it reverently-found 
less trouble in managing a Bible universe, with Abraham and 
Sarah as central figures, than a Roman Empire or a French Revo
lution. . 

SELLERS .A.ND BUYERS. 

Neither indiscriminate malediction nor spasms of political ora
tory will contribute to better understanding of these colossal re· 
snlts of modern industrial evolution. 

Conditions can only be understood and abuses can only be reme
died after careful, unbiased, scientific investigation. 

This Government does not belong to a few of us. It belongs to 
all of us, and we are many. 

Every citizen is a seller as well as a buyer. 
He is a selJer of his own labor or its product, and he is a buyer 

of the labor of others and its products. 
As a seller, be wants to sell high; as a buyer, he wants to buy 

low; and he is no more entitled to arbitrary artificial aid from the 
law in one capacity than in the other. 

If the law should undertake to keep prices down for the benefit 
of buyers, it ought to keep them up for the benefit of sellers: and 
inasmuch as every citizen is a seller as well as a buyer, he illus
trates in· his own proper person the impo:;sibility of such law. 

The ownership of property implies the right of free nse and free 
sale, whether the property be labor or merchandise and whether 
the owner's will be exercised separately or in combination with 
others. · 

THE RIGHT TO ACQUIRE PROPERTY. 

Any scheme of correction which overlooks the right of every 
citizen, morally and legally, through diligence in business, to bet
ter bis condition in material things subverts the natural law of 
our being and must fail. · 

No matter how much some people may think Dive~ ought to be 
punished for setting a good table, Dives and Lazarus are equally 
entitled to protection under the law. 

The law can not obliterate the natural differences in men. 
God made man different here, and hereafter we are told the 

difference will be still more marked. 
Dives and Lazarus left many descendants, and in the whirling 

years the rich have begged and beggars have become i·ich, and. 
care can never be legislated out of the world nor happiness be leg-
islated into the world. · 

The man with 40 acres wants 160; and when he-gets 160, he wants 
more. 

It is more than a hundred miles between the fashionable and 
the unfashionable sides of a brick wall. 

There is also the engineer at the throttle, the capitalist in the 
coach, and the tramp on the track seeking a dry culvert to sleep in. 

There is blazing wealth and abject poverty side by side. • 
There arn· churches and jails; homes uf wealth and homes of 

the friendless. There is too much to eat and too much hunger; 
too much clothing and too many people in "rags; too much coal 
and too many shivering firesides; and it has been so ever since 
pasturage grew scarce for the joint flocks of Abraham and Lot. 
[Applause.] 

MODERN l.NDUSTRIA.L METHODS. 

The thousands of steamboats and steam engines, fleets, facto
ries, and railroads that lay dormant in the discovery of Watt un
der the lid of the teakettle, the electric possibilities that flashed 
from the clouds down Franklin's kite string, have brought evil as 
-well as good and pushed humanity into more complex conditions. 

The tremendous and tireless physical and mental energy of 
mankind is constantly tending toward results. 

The human brain must think; we can not stand still. 
Labor and capital, working together in inexhaustible material, 

have so perfected methods and machinery that means of produc· 
tion have been inc1·eased beyond .computation. 

A modern blast furnace running full blast yields 700 tons of pig 
iron a day I am told. 

A modern cotton factory runs 2,000spindles at the rate of 10,000 
revolutions a minute under the supervision of two operatives I am 
told. 

Typesetting and presswork were formerly done by hand. Now 
typesetting machjnes do five times the work of a single compositor, 
and presses are perfected to the capacity of from fifty to one hun
dred thousand copies per hour. 

The 25 letters and 10 figures with which the story of the world's 
e-vents is daily told have become the nucleus of incorporated pub
li5hing companies, with appurtenances of electriCity flashing along 
wires that girdle the globe like nerves, and receiving a shock at 

one point vibrate in every part, so that the electric flash of an event 
last night, somewhere along the lonely song of a telegraph -wire far 
ont upon a Western plain or in the heart of Asia, is translated into 
type and becomes news by sunrise-appurtenances of night edi
tors and day editors and all kinds of editors, night reporters and 
day reporters and all kinds of reporters, who chronicle the social 
round of clothes and con rnrsation; the birth and i:hE\ obituary, the 
pulpit and the prize fight: who sit above the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and the President of the Senate and number 
the hairs of their heads; who are deep in Government secrets; 
who make and unmake political careers and reputations. 

So that there are graveyards of press-murdered ambitions and 
there are passing shows of press-made statesmen who. editorially 
and reportorially swelled, strut briefly in the public glare. 

Modern industrial operations are conducted upon the theory of 
production upon thelargestscale-of many sales with small profits, 
large in the aggregate. 

So close is a large business frequently run that the difference 
between profit and loss lies within the scope of the decimal part 
of a cent. 

And it has come to pass that practically unlimited means of 
production is confronted by limited consmnption. 

COMPETITION. 

Obviously, when supply is steadily in excess of demand, prices 
must tend downward to the point where only the strongest can 
survive and the weak must go to the wall. · 

The struggle to live and to sell is competition. 
When the boom is on, the mill runs full time. When reaction 

comes, the mill slacks down to half time or no time, and men..are 
thrown out of employment, while interest and rust eat on. 

Competition means liberty, it is said, and it is true; but it means 
also liberty to the sweater and the bloodsucker to compete with 
the employer who wants to pay fair wages. 

It means also liberty to the tric1ry merchant who fails often and 
grows rich to compete with the merchant who pays his debts. 

There is no doubt that one of the causes impelling business into 
combinations is disgust and revulsion against certain phases of 
competition. · 

COM)IERCIA.L EVOLUTION AND DEMAQOGISM. 

~ro~ucers have sought in vain to bring about steady prices by 
adJnstmg output to demand. · 

First there was the so-called" agreement among gentlemen." 
Next there was the trust combine, which took alarm at court 

decisions and accepted the statutory invitations of ·New Jersey 
and West Virginia to incorporate under their laws. 

The modern incorporated trust is a development of commercial 
evolution. . • 

To say that trusts are due to party is cheapest demagogism._ 
.However, there is seldom an important phase of n~tional exist

ence that is not taken advantage of by demagogues as a means of 
getting th ems elves elected to office. · · 

Generation after generation has set its stakes on the road to 
progress and the world has moved up, moved by, and moved on 
and set other stakes, but crime and disease and the demaO'ogue 
are still in the procession. 

0 

Short crops, destructive storms, a dry time in summer, a flood 
i~ J:iarvest, or an unseasonable frost are the demagogue's opportu-
mties. · 

He appeals to class cupidity and jealousy. He magnifies and in
flames all class differences and urges that the State shall "consti
tute itself a kind of providence to break contracts and regulate 
anew the conditions of industry. i' 

When bankruptcy sits on the ledger of business failure and the 
receiver is busier than the promot-er, money is hidden away in 
fear. builds ~p no enterprise, and employs no labor. 

When busmess booms, banks are burdened with deposits and 
money is seek~g.i~vestment; times are good for everybody. 

If good for md1viduals, they are good for combinations of in
dividuals. 

It would be a singular sort of political economy that would pre
vent everybody from making a living in order to prevent a ·few 
from getting rich. . . 

The trust belongs to a group of modern phenomena. It is one 
of the most conspicuous results of a strong modern tendency to 
cen traliza ti on. 

Trusts have been forming so rapidly within the last few years 
as to rouse the serious concern of students and statesmen. 

The newspapers assert that more than ten hundred million dol
lars went into trusts in 1898 and that in the first three months of 
1899 more than twice that sum was incorporated. 

The formation of a million-dollar corporation has been for some 
time a matter of frequent chronicle. 

LAWS SEE.KING TO REGULATE LABOR, TRADE, .AND COMMERCE. 

. Monopoly is not a ~e-w: thing under the sun, and laws attempt. 
mg to regulate mankmd m labor, trade, and commerce are not new. 

In the reign of Edward III (1349) was passed "the statute of 
laborers," which provided that whereas in the recent pestilence 
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many workmen aml servants bad died, and whereas many, seeing 
the necessities of masters, would not serve except for excessive 
wages, therefore every able-bodied person under the age of 60, 
not having wherewith to live, on being required, should serve 
him that did require him at the wages that had prevailed in the 
twentieth year of that reign. 

It provided, too, that victuals should be sold at reasonable prices. 
By subsequent laws in the same reign it was sought to define 

and declare what men should eat and what they should wear. 
In the reign of Elizabeth (1562) a law was made whereby it 

was intended to rate the wages of artificers, laborers, and other 
persons'' according to the plenty, scarcity, necessity, and respect 
of the time." 

In the reign of Edward IV statutes were also passed defining 
"the length and breadth of cloth to be sold." 

Later, when divers persons did begin to make" untrue wares" 
not of "good stuff and right malting," wardens were created, 
wh-0se duty it was to" survey the workmanship of art]ficers." 

Laws were also passed in the reign of Edward III creating and 
punjshing offenses known as engrossing, forestalling, regrating, 
and badgeTing. 

By these laws buying and selling at wholesale and holding for 
a subsequent ri e was made a crime. 

In the reign of George III (1772) they were repealed because it 
was said such laws had a tendency to discow-age growth and to 

. , enhance the price of commodities. (Stickney, 38-39.) 
In the rejgn of Ed ward VI, because it was said victualers bad 

conspired to sell their victuals at unreasonable prices and artifi
cers, handicraftsmen, and laborers had confederated in r espect to 
their work, it was provided that all such persons should be pun
ished and all such brotherhoods should be dissolved. 

All these laws had become an obsolete antiquity by Blackstone's 
time and were never observed to anv extent. 

The weight of authority is that tliese ancient English statutes 
did not come to us as part of the English common law. (Common
wealth vs. Hunt, 4Metcalf,121; 2 Bishop Crim. Law. section 233.) 

Attempts were made during the period of our Revolutionary 
war to control prices by statute. 

The Continental Congress, under date November 22, 1777, among 
other things, recommended that commisoioners be appointed by 
the different States to convene-

In order to regulate and ascertain the price of labor, manufactures, inter
nal produce, and commodities imported from foreign parts; * * * also to 
regulate the charges of innholders. 

Thereupon many of the States passed laws "to regulate the 
wages of mechanics and laborers, the prices of goods and commod
ities, and the charges of innholders," and then promptly repealed 
•hem. 

The attempt by the State to fix arbitrary prices had, as stated by 
the governor of Rhode Island, resulted in "an almost entire stop 
of vending the necessary articles of life." 

These attempts to regulate prices by law were ' colonial war 
measures, and failed even as war measures. 

The mighty enterprises which have exalted and embellished 
human existence would not have been possible without combina
tions of capital. 

But there is such a thing as too much combination. Formerly 
competition meant competition. Lately, however, it has come to 
mean a job for some expert in combination. 

The purpose <>f combination is to suspend competition in favor 
of a few. 

In the natural evolution, out of the fierce contest for commer
cial supremacy, a condition has been brought about whereby 
aggregations operating against the law of supply and demand are 
destroying competition, by combination and unfair methocls, in 
order to secure control of both product and market, and the pub
lic is being brought under the thrall of an industrial oligarchy. 

DISTINCTIO~ BETWEEN PUBLIO .A.?\TD PRIV .A.TE E.llPLOYME.NTS. 

In any discussion of governmental control of industry a fun
damental distinction between public and private employments 
must Le remembered. 

From a very early period the state has exercised control over 
common carriers and innkeepers because of their quasi-public 
em1)loyment and because state control was deemed necessary for 
public protection. 

Resort having been had more frequently since the discovery of 
steam to the law of eminent domain, additional reasons for state 
control of common carriers have appeared.. 

Theoretically they are pubiic servants, occu-p-ying the public 
high\:\ays, subject to public control 

The case of telegraph, telephone, g-as, and electric companies is 
analogous in that they use the streets and perform quasi-public 
functions. 

Then, too, public employment, being local in its service, comes 
easily within municipal and state control. 

:MOXOPOLY. 
Emerson bas said: 
If a. man can write a better book, preach a better sermon, or make a mouse 

trap better than his neighbor, the whole world will make a path to his door 

It is the natural ambition of every industry to control tht larg· 
est possible scope of trade. The more successful the business the 
more trade it monopolizes. 

Such control, when obtained either by arbitrary capitalistio 
might, by merit of the thing sold, or by both, is a monopoiy. 

Monopolies are: 
1. Natural-that is, dependent upon ownership of some cource 

of supply, like coal or iron. 
2. Quasi natural-that is, dependent upon public franchise, like 

railroads and kindred employments performing quasi-public func· 
tions. 

3. Legal-that is, patent and copyright, designed to "stimu
late genius and give due reward to the promote1·s of human 
progress." . 

4. Capitalistic, which depend wholly upon the use of capital. 
5. A monopoly may be based upon any or all of tb.ese conditions. 

PROGRESS Axn coMBrnATION. The trust is organized for the purpose of extending and monopa-
On the night of October 23, 1 i81, the watchmen of Philadelphia, lizing trade. 

going their nightly rounds, uttered the welcome cry, "10 o'clock; 111 Objection to trusts can not extend to all forms of commercial 
starlight night; Cornwallis is taken." combination. If that were so, partnerships and corporations 

Independence had passed from a decJaration to a fact. would come within the scope of trust denunciation. 
From thirteen colonies we have grown to forty-five States, grid- Combinations can not justly be condemned simply because they 

ironed with railroads, lighted by electricity, and occupied by the are combinations. 
most progres.sive people on earth, and we have been recently adding When A goes into the business of refining sugar, he is a legiti-
to our possessions. mate dealer. 

\Ve have passed rapidly out of the period of a few moderf!.te When A and B combine as partners in the sugar refining busi-
bnt conspicuous fortunes into a time of complex business activity ness, they are a legitimate partnership engaged in a legitimate 
where millionaires are common and Crresus would be only well business. 
to do, When A and Band others organize themselves into a corpora~ 

Invention and capital have harnessed steam, electl'icity, and tion engaged in the business of refining sugar, such corl)oration 
gravitation. is legal and legitimate. 

Human labor bas been replaced by machinery, the ultimate ef- But when the corporation so organized, which up to that time 
feet of which has been to greatly increase human employment. has been moving with the natural law of supply and demand, he-

.It is said that "in England, before the im·ention of the spin- cause not strong enough of it elf to control the law of suppl. nd 
ning jenny, there were 5,200 spinners and 2,700 weavers. Ten demand, enters into combination with other corporations engaged 
years later there were 105,000 spinners and 247!000 weavers. In in the same business, the object of which combination is to el.m-
1833 therewern487,000 spinners and weavers. To-day, takingthe inate the natural law of supply and· demand in its relation to 
collateral industries dependent upon the cotton, woolen, and flax prices; 
mdustries, not less than 2,000,000 persons are employed instead of When the combination so organized is able to destroy competi
the 8,000employed at the time the spinners and weavers broke the tion, to control the price to the producer of the raw material as it 
machines because they destroyed labor." goes into the hopper, and to control the price of the finished prnd-

In 1800 the weaver could buy 10 yards of cloth with a week's uct as it comes out of the hopper; · 
wages. In 1890 he could buy 150 yards and work thirty hours less When the combination EO organized is able to set up its trust 
per week. mill at the crossroads of human nece~sity in the great thorough:-

The railroads displaced stagecoaches and freight wa~ons, and fares of trade and levy tribute on all who pass, coming and goiug; 
men complained because they were thrown out of employment. When thecombinationsoorganized,havingseducedordestroyed 
Now, the railroads of the United States alone give employment to all competition, is able to fix prices for all sellers of raw material, 
750,000 men, not including the army engaged in collateral indus- from which there can be no appeal, because there is no one else left 
tries. to sell to: and to fix vrices to all consumers of the finished product, 
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from which there can be no appeal because there is no one else left 
to buy from; then the public which gives the franchise which en
ab~es the mill to exist, suffers at both ends of the hopper, both as 
producer and consumer, and is at the mercy of its own creation. 

· [Applause.] 
Then, inasmuch as a corporation is an artificial person, owing 

its existence and the manner of its existence to the law, the duty 
devolves upon the law to modify and regulate its own creation in 
the interest of the people who make the law and for whom all law 
is made. 

SOME INCIDENTS OF TRANSITION FROM COMPETITION TO COMBINATION. 

It is said that, as a rule, the power to control prices has been 
. discreetly used by combinations. But the American citizen does 
-not want to be controlled without his consent. 

Left to his own devices, a man might never think of traveling 
outside his own country, but if some arbitrary power compelled 
him to stay here, he would chafe under the restraint. 

Most people would rather trust to open competition than to trust 
to the conscience of any trust. 

Under the old condition of competition, factories multiplied. 
The factory made all the difference between the village and the 
city. 

The more labor employed the bigger the town, the bigger the 
· town the more consumers, the more consumers the .better the 
· market for the farmer, the better the market for the farmer the 
more valuable the farm. [Applause.] 

By combination factories are reduced in number and business 
is centralized in a few large towns. · 

The transition from competition to combination profoundly af
fects the social life of our people and has distinct relation to our 
form of government. 

When the factory is shut down, the means of home support is ' 
gone and change of residence in search of employment becomes 
necessary. 

Small homes are sold cheap at forced sales. Children are shifted 
· from school to school or no school. Their education is interrupted 
or permanently suspended. 

The massing of congested population in large cities is to the 
detriment of humanity. The number of unemployed becomes a 
menace to order. · 

In di vid uali ty is dwarfed. The horizon of aspiration is narrowed 
to a struggle for mere maintenance. . · 

The lines of cast become stratified. 
The young man must stand longer and longer, hat in hand, at the 

outer door of corporate opportunity, waiting to be invited in and 
given a job, and former "captains of industry" in middle and 
old age, when incapable of proficiency in new employment, are 
passed by. 

Bnt while it is true that many situations are closed, it is also 
true that proficiency was never better rewarded than now. 

In commenting upon conditions at the close of the eighteenth 
century incident to England's transition from hand loom to fac

' tory, Mr. Lecky says: 
The system which is rapidly spreading through all industry of vast under

takings supplied by small profits on an immense sale, inevitably t.ends to 
widen divisions of classes and greater contrasts of wealth and poverty. 

Trusts are not the cause of•combinations; they are simply the 
result of combination. 

Combination frequently assumes compulsory form. 
Industries doing a healthy business, entirely satisfactory to 

themselves, are compelled to join a consolidation. 
The penalty of refusal is made plain to them. 
They are made to realize that they can not separately resist the 

colossus of which they are invited to become a part. 
They must consent to benevolent assimilation or be ground to 

death in unequal competition. 
EVOLUTION OF THE TRUST CORPORATION. 

The beginning of the trust was-
1. The so-called "agreement among gentlemen," by which 

producers came to an agreement among . themselves as to how 
much they should produce and at what prices they should sell, 
each producer, however, running his own business. 

But gentlemen failed to keep their agreement, and prices had 
their way with some exceptions. . 

1 It is said that the cattle and meat market of the United States 
is ruled by a few Chicago, Kansas City, and Omaha purchasing 

· agents, representing well-known packers who, by agreement, 
never overbid each other. 

It is sa.id t.hat if the seller refuses to take the first bid he takes 
less if he ·sells. 

Independent butchers no longer exist, and the influence of this 
hog and cattle oligarchy extends to the remotest hogpen. 

2. The next step was the formation of the so-called trust. 
The word "trust" was first used to. mean an agreement between many 

st-0ekholders in many corporations to place all thei!- stock in the hands of 
trustees and to receive therefor trust certificates from the trustees.-1 Cook 
on Stock and Stockholders, section 500. 

XXXill-401 

The trustee held the stock, voted it, managed the business, and 
apportioned dividends upon the trust certificates. 

H. The interstate-commerce act became a law in 1887. This act 
was preceded by a Congressional investigation which led to a de
mand for governmental action. 

Newspapers aroused public opinion. Bills were introduced in 
every State legislature aiming to forbid all manner of combina-
tion in restraint of competition. .. ' 

By the end of 1894 the Federal Government, twenty-two States, 
and one TeITitory had enacted anti-trust laws, and "courts have 
held with great unanimity that combinations are illegal if their 
purpose is to restrict production, raise prices, or restrain trade," 
and that they are contrary to public policy and void. [Applause.] 

In 1890 the New York court of appeals, in the case of The Peo
ple vs. The North River Sugar Refining Company (121 N. Y., 
582), held that at the instance of the attorney-general the State 
would forfeit the charter of a corporation whose stockholders had 
entered into a trust with the stockholders of co'mpeting corpora-
tions for the purpose of forming a monopoly. · 

The present corporate form of trust comoines was compelled by 
statutes and court decisions. 

Most of the great trusts have been driven from their original mode of or
ganization and have reorganized by conveying their property to a. corpora
tion organized for the purpose of taking over the property. - * * * The 
result has been that trusts for the most part have reorganized and reap
peared in the form of gigantic corporations. -1 Cook on Stock and Stockholders, 
section 500. . 

But while many States were formulating severe laws against 
trusts other States were facilitating their formation by laws 
especially framed for that purpose, intending thereby to increase 
their own revenues. 

Citizens of one State may-
incorporate a company in another State, even for the puryose of carrying on 
the entire corporate business in the State where they live.-Cook on Stock 
and Stockholders, sections. 237, 934; Demarest vs. Flack, 128 N. Y., 205. 

And a stock company, by reason of State comity, is free to 
transact business all over the country, with the-exception of quasi 
public corporations. 

New Jersey has drawn over the river nearly all the corporations 
doing business in New York, '' and now runs the State govern
ment very largely on revenues derived from New York enter-
prises." · 

New Jersey makes incorporation easy, and West Virginia makes 
it easier. Between them they have practically'monopolized the 
business of making monopolies. Lately, too, Delaware has pub
lished its bid for the business of making corporations, alleging spe
cifically its claims of advantages over New Jersey. 

METHOD OF TRANSITION FROM TRUST TO CORPORATION. 

. When a trust wants to legalize itself by becoming a corporation 
it-

1. Appoints a steering committee. 
2. A charter is taken out under the laws of New Jersey, West 

Virginia, or Delaware. 
3. The trustees under the trust become the directors of the cor

poration. 
4. The officers of the trust become the officers of the corpora

tion. 
5. Trust certificates are exchanged for shares of stock. 
6: An eno:m?us capitalization :is represented by paper shares, 

which are dIStnbuted to the public through stock speculation. 
7. The board of directors is divided into two chief departments 

one having charge of the financial side, the other of the technicai 
side of the business. . 

8. The boar~ .is further.divided into committees on sales, pur
chases, supervision of special branches, and such other committees 
as may be necessary. · . 
. 9. A system of fact<?rs' agreements is established whe:reby con

s1!.P1ees of the c:ommodity agree not to sell for less than a prescribed 
pnce plus freight as fixed by a so-called equality rate book and 
not t~ change the ~chedule of pri~s except as directed by the cor
poration. If consignees keep their agreements for a prescribed 
time, say three months, they receive a rebate. 

10. A corpo:ation so organiz~d has its own legal department, 
centr~l <?O?Dting department, with a comptroller, an auditor, and 
~ statistician. It has a central laboratory if the business requires 
it. It .h.as departments of sale, transportation, insurance, and 
advertising. 

It controls many ~tate companies opera?ng mills for converting · 
the raw product~ with many other factones and branches for fur
ther utilization of its products and by-products. It owns ocean 
steamers and railroads and has foreign branches. It runs its mills 
in duplicate, so that in case of breakdown work will not be inter
rupted. 

It buys its raw material by shiploads and trainloads and whole 
crops. Itself being the only market for such raw material, it fixes 
the price thereof, so as to obtain such material at the lowest price 
that will induce its production. 
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Itself being the only source of supply of the finished product, it 
fues the price theraof, so as to obtain the highest price consistent 
with a steady demand and the prevention of competition. 

Having the fi~d, it keeps it. No smaller entet·prise can live 
without its consent. Occasionally, for the sake of appearances, 
it allows some smaller parasitic enterprise to exist so as to deceive 
the public with the idea that there is competition. 

ARGUMENTS FOR il""D AGAINST TRUSTS. 
Burke says: 
The market settles and alone can settle the price. Market is the meeting 

e.nd conference of the consruner and producer where.they mutually disoover 
each other's wants. 

But the modem incorporated trust itself becomes the market, 
and dictates prices to buyers and sellers. 

The aim of the trust is to produce the largest amount with a 
steadily decreasing amount of labor a.nd the smallest amount of 
material. 

It is said that large investments make large economies; 
That the more there is produced the cheaper it can be produced; 
That the cheaper it can be produced the cheaper it can be sold; 
That the cheaper it can be sold the more can be sold; and 
That cheap plenty makes large consumption. 
'.fhe advantages urged in behalf of combination are: 
1. Economyinproduction, therefore lower prices to consumers. 

Bnt it is alleged that the consumer does not receive the benefit of 
trust economy in this respect to which he is equitably entitled. 

If the incorporated mfiljng company in your town buys your 
wheat at its own price and sells you flour at its own price, there 
being no other mill, it always buys your wheat as low as it can 
and sells you flour as high as it can. It pursues the plan of buy
ing as cheap as it can and selling as high as it can, because it is 
good business, and applies its profits to improving its plant so as\ 
to pay large dividends. 
It is easy to say that the consumer gets the benefit, but the pro

ducer and the consnmer generally get more benefit when another 
miller comes to town and begins to do business in competition. 

But when the new miller and the old milling company combine 
the last state of the producer and consumer is worse than the 
first, for the new miller and the old milling company must make 
up for the indiscretion of competition. · 

2. Another advantage is said to be that of a more perfect product. 
This may be true theoretically, but in practice it is said that 

control of the market permits economy in quality, which is often 
taken advantage of so far as control of the market will permit. 

3. Another advantage is alleged to be better wages and more 
constant employment. 

This is demed. It is said that profits arising from admitted 
economies and resulting in large dividends on watered stock do 
not reach labor in the form of high wages as a rule. 

It is true that wages are generally higher than ever before, but 
wages paid by trusts are not as a rule h~gher than "going wages," 
and it is said are not as high as trust profits might seem to war
rant. 

While labor has its unions, it can not control the law of supply 
and demand of labor as the trust controls the law of supply and 
demand of commodities. 

As to constant employment, it can scarcely be said that a policy 
which closes and obliterates factories gives constant employment 
to labor. · 

It is probably true that it gives more steady employment to the 
persons employed, but one of the objects of combinations is econ
omy of labor among other economies. 

4. Stability of price to the consumer is urged as another advan
tage, but whether this is an advantage or not depends on the price. 

A price ganged just low enough to prevent public discontent 
and just high enough to prevent competition· does not appeal to 
the public as an indispensable advantage. 

OVERCAP.I'l'ALIZATION. 

In urging advantages by reason of combination, nothing is said 
of the custom of overcapitalization. 

A committee was appointed by the New York assembly in 1897 
to investigate trusts, and in that part of their report bearing upon 
overcapitalization they flay: 

In one case corporate assets acquired by an officer of the combination for 
the sn.m of $350,000were capitalized overmght in the new combination by the 
issue of certificates of a nominal value of twice that amount less 15 per cent. 

Other corporations organized for the distinct purpose of absorption by the 
combination on the basis of a stock issue of a nominal value of $800,000 were 
simultaneously recapitalized in the combination by an issue of a. nominal 
share value of about 14,000,000. 

Corporations representing in the aggregate share issues of less than 
$7,000,<XXl were recapitalized in the combination by a nominal share issue of 
$50,000,<XXl, less rebate of 15 per cent. 

In another case live assets were valued at about $5,000,000 and made the 
basis of an issue of about ~~.000.00D of stock, the difference being made up in 
the assumed 'alue of "good will," "brands," and "trade-marks." 

Such stock issues in many instances represent capitalized de
struction and absorpion of competing induatries. 

Capitalized centralization. 
Capitalized "prospective earning capacity." 
Capitalized wind and capitalized water. 
Capitalized live capital and capitalized dead capital. 
The preferred stock pays dividends. The common stock in most 

cases seesaws up and down from day to day, subject to market 
caprice, till it drops below zero and is past resurrection. 

It is perfectly apparent that if a man draws profit upon half of 
a pie he need not ca.re into how many shares the pie is divided. 
If ea{}h slice or share is labeled with a value which it does not pos
sess, but upon which he draws dividends, so much the better 
for him. · 

The stock-issuing business consists in labeling the pie as if it 
were stuffed with diamonds and dividing it into shares. TheTe 
is only so much pie no matter how many shares you divide it into. 

FED.ER.AL A.ND STATE AUTHORITY. 

1. There are those who regard trusts as rapacious monsters. 
2. Others who look upon them as unavoidable and as part of 

our national organic development, believing that they are the re
sult of natural forces, and, unchecked, will regulate themselves. 

3. Others approve of them as results of a genera! tendency 
toward centralization, but think they ought to be controlled by leg
islation. 

4. The -radical socialist favors trusts in so far as they tend 
toward the nationalization of private property. 

5. And the anarchist is against all organization and all capital. 
On the whole, regulation by legislation within reasonable bounds 

ought to be possible. 
Corporations are creatures of law, and legislatures which make 

and courts which construe laws, it would seem, ought to be able 
to restrict, control, or annihilate creatures of law. 

This sounds reasonable, but we are forty-five States, and at pres
ent where one State prohibits another invites, and so long as a sin· 
gle State exists from which, by virtue of interstate comity, trust 
combinations can trade over the rest of the Union the States can 
not control combination except by combination among themselves. 
The Supreme Court has quite clearly defined the scope of the Fed· 
eral anti-trust law by deciding that-

The fact that an article is manufactured for export to another State does 
not of itself make it an article of interstate commerce, and the intent of the 
manufacturer does not determine the time when the article or product 
passes from the control of the State and belongs to commerce. (U. S. vs. 
Knight Co., 156 U.S.) 

To the same effect is Hopkins i·s. United States (71.U. S., 578), 
The Federal Government therefore can not control under the 

present law. 
Since the fourteenth amendment declares that-
No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges 

and immunities of citizens of the United States, nor shall any State deprive 
any person of life\ ~berty, or property, without due process ot' law, nor deny 
to any person witnin its jurisdiction, the equal protection of the laws-

and since this provision has been repeatedly held to restrict the 
authority of the several States in dealing directly with trusts, we 
are confronted with this situation: 

1. The States can not control except by unanimous agreement. 
2. The Federal Government can not control under present law. 
3. The Federal Constitution restricts States in dealing with this 

question, even if they should unanimously agree. 
THE RIGHT OF MAN TO USE HIS FACULTIES IN LAWFUL WAYS. 

In a decision of Judge Swayne, of the Federal court, in annul
ing the Texas an ti-trust law in 1897, in discussing the relation of the 
fourteenth amendment to the question of State control of trusts, 
he says: 

The right of Uberty embraces the right of man to exercise his faculties and 
follow any lawful avocation for the support of life. 

Liberty, in its broad sense, as understood in this country, means the right 
not only of freedom from servitude, imprisonment, or restraint, but the right 
of one t-0 use his faculties in all lawful ways. to live and work where he will, 
to earn his livelihood in any lawful calling, and to pursue any lawful trade or 
avocation. * * * The right to combine to form partnerships and joint 
stock associations, the right to ngree as to lJric.es and production, the right 
to fix prices, to raise a.nd lower them a.s busmess may require, is not oppres· 
sive to the public nor unjust to the individual nor contrary to public policy. 
It is an essential right as P-art of the liberty of the cdtizen of which no legi.s· 
lature can deprive him. (In re Grice, 79 Fed. Rep,, 6:.~.) 

In considering this subject the question presents itself, Where 
shall the line be drawn, and by what authority shall a legislative 
body attempt to say to persons-artificial and natural-thus far 
shall you go in the acquisition of wealth and power and no farther? 

Tiedman, in his work on Limitation of Police Power, says: 
Combinations are beneficial as well as injurious according to the motives 

and aims with which they are formed. It is, therefore, impossible to pro· 
hibit all combinations. The pi-ohibition must rest upon the objectionable 
character of the object of combination. 

Objection must rest, then, not up.on the fact of combination, 
but upon the object of combination, 
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The question, then, is whether acts done lawfully on a small scale 

may be objectionable and against public policy when done upon a 
large scale. 

Whether what A and B may lawfully do in a small way ma~ 
become illegal when done in a large wa}. 

Whether a series of lawful acts tending to an object which, by 
the very magnitude of it, may be "prejudicial to public inter
ests " may be declared unlawful. 

And finally, whether a combination for the control of" a prime 
necessity" of life or a ''staple commodity," thereby annihilating 
competition and limiting production, is an object ''prejudicial to 
public interests" and therefore unlawful. 

COKCLUSION. 

This, then, appears to be the eonclnsfon of the whole matter: 
1. The States can not control because of lack of unanjmity. 
2. The Federal Government can not control by interference 

with matters which bel-Ong to St.ate control under present law. 
3. Therefore, inasmuch as trade constantly flows beyond State 

boundaries, there Qught to be a Federal law for the control of in
dustrial corporations, which can follow and regulate them always 
and everywhere. 

To this end an amendment to the Federal Constitution is neces· 
sary. 

RESTRAINT SHQULD BE FOR GROWTH, NOT REPRESSJ.oN. 

This is not a subject to be discussed in blind hostility or par-
tiality. . 

Regulation and control by .Government must not be construed 
to mean restraint of progress. 

In its preventive police it ought to be spa.ring of its efforts, and to employ 
means rather few, unfrequent, and.strong than many and frequent.-Burke, 
volume II, 192. 

There is such a thing as governing too much. 
Progress is constant evolution, constant conflict, and "rarely 

means mqre than a surplus of advantages over evils.~· 
American pride was never better founded than now. 
The Unired States to-day is foremost among the living, ad"°anc

ing powers of the world, "the heir of all the ages in the foremost 
files of time." 

It is the best national illustration of all time of what hmruin 
h'berty grouping itself under the heads of statesmanship, art, in· 
vention, capital, and labor can do. 

Iron ore is worth in the ground perhaps 40 cents a ton. 
The locomotive standing looking down the long track that 

finally spans a continent is worth in dollars twenty thousand, but 
its benefits to civilization are incalculable, and the difference be
tween the Slumbering ore and the marvelons mechanism on the 
track is invention.. labor, and capital Here invention, labor, and 
capital stand typified and illustrated, and when they pull together 
the freight of the wor1d moves, and when they·do not there is an 
.explosion. [Applause.] . 

But the greatest gains of nations can not be p.resent;ed m the 
form of a balance sheet. 

Every man-made material thing mnst first take shape in the 
human brain. · 

The necessities of widening business inspire the dreams of in· 
ventors. One thing accomplished, suggests anoth& thing to be 
done or overcome. 

The quality of the human brain, then, which means the quality 
of the manhood and womanhood of a nation, determines the quality 
of the nation. 

Keep the people brave, strong, manly, dean, and independent, 
.and no human power can set limits to American achievement. 
[Applause.] 

To this end, then, let every tendency that gives to a few repres· 
sive control over the many and restrains the upward bent of 
human endeavor be curbed with malice toward none and with 
cha1ity to a1L 

Macaulay, in his essay on :Mill, says: 
The $Teater the inequality of conditions the stronget' are the motives 

which llllpel the populace to spoliation. As for America., we appeal to the 
twentieth century. 

We, too, appeal to the twentieth century, and may the Omnip<r 
tent Ruler of the destinies of men and nations so mix and fuse, 
guide and direct the elements which make America that the 
years of the twentieth century shall witnesa a continuance of the 
splendid evolution of the nineteenth century. .[Loud and con
tinued applause.] 

.Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] fifteen minutes. . 

[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the Rouse. See Appendix.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 

:Massachusetts 'fMr, THAYER]. 
Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, it may be well to consider for 

just a moment what the subject-matter is concerning which this 
resolve relates. What, then, is a trust? 
. A trust is .a combination of several or many competing con-

ce.rns nnder one general management, which controls the amount 
of production and generally increases the price for which the 
article dealt in is sold to the consumer. The trust is always a. 
monopoly or seeks to be one.. This it accomplishes by presenting 
to competitors the alternative of joining hands with it or being 
utterly destroyed-to sell out or to fail. The trust is a monument • 
to business nerve and audacity, and the most perfect symbol of 
commercial greed, falsely characterized by the great di.rector, 
dictator, and backbone of the present willing and supple Ad.min· 
istration t.o be the embodiment and result of the "great business 
evolution" at the close of the nineteenth century. 

1\Ir.HANNA may apologize, explain, excuse, or characterize, if 
he pleases, in behalf of the new lights in, and leaders of, the Re· 
publican party, bnt can not palm off this business bastard upon 
the intelligent people of the American Republic as the legitiinate 
heir Qf the thrift, pnsh, development, and fair dealing which has 
ever attended the commercial and business enterprise of the Amer
ican people. It is under the present Administration, more than 
any other and all others combined, that the heartless and soulless 
trusts have sprung up, thrived, and prospered. Thishydra-he.aded 
monster stalks the streets of our great commercial centers as in de· 
pendent as a lord and as fearless and•ar.rogant as the arch fiend 
himself, and well jt may, for it is conscions thatnnderthe present 
regime it is not only safe, but will be protected and cared for; jails 
and judgments are foreign to its thoughts; sheriffs and Adminis· 
tration prosecuting attorneys give way to the right and left and 
run to cover a.s the mighty giant, with an air Qf " What are you 
going to do about it r" unimpeded and unchallenged, swells down 
commercial Broadway. 

During this present Administration six billions of property and 
"water" have been capitalized by different corporations, trusts, 
and combines. Why, Mr. Speaker, in the single State of New 
Jersey the fees and charges alone for recording and issuing certifi
cates for the incorporation of these concerns have been sufficient 
to defray the entire expense of maintaining the public schools of 
the whole State of New Jersey. 

Not only the luxuries but most of the necessaries of life in this 
country are to-day within the grasp of some multimillionaire 
trust or combine. From your infant's baby ca~riage to your 
father's coffin and shroud-all pay tribute to some mighty trust. 
(Applause.] . . 

:Mr. Speaker, the conflict is now on; it is before us and with us. 
On the one side are immense capital and corporate power in the 
hands of comparatively few; on the othet hand public interest 
and the people's rights. Labor is most seriously affected by the 
general method of concentration. The avenues to diversified in· 
dnstries are closed, the opportunities for employment reduced and 
controlled, honest and active competition prevented and destroyed, 
and individual industrial enterpriseseriollSlymena~ed and threat· 
·ened with extermination. 

The evil effects of the trnst monopoly are most apparent in those 
localities and trade circles where the trust has made itself master 
of productio~ quality, and price. 

If the corporations are to continue and to control, a popular 
government, supposed to grant a fair field and unrestrained com
petition to all its citizens, can not long continue, any more than 
lioorty can exist under the rule of absolutism. 

This resolve, Mr. Speaker, so far as it will fnrnjsh any relief to 
the people to extract and release them from their present grievous 
situation, is wholly inadequate and powerless. It wa.s not intended 
to correct and assist, but to befog and allure, and is well adapted 
for the purposes intended. It was conceived and brought forth 
for altogether another purpose. The scheme was carefully con
sidered and bears the earmarks of Mr. HANNA and lesser satellites 
who circulate around this great statesman-gentlemen who be
lieve that destiny has decreed them to be the great conservators 
of the interests of the American people and incidentally protectors 
of the Republican Administration. 

Mr. Speaker, I refer to that same destiny which has been made 
responsible by this Administration for the bloodshed and blunders 
of this un-American policy toward the Philippine Islands. The 
9ommittee. on ~e Judiciary, a~d other statesmen and politicians 
m touch with it, are not umrundful of the fact that there is a 
feeling of dissatisfaction and unrest all over this broad land 
against corporate power and trust dominion. This feeling and 
sentiment give forth no u.ncertain sound. From the fi.rst day of 
the session of this CoLgress until this blessed hour it has been 
demanded that the majority party should make good its claim of 
willingness to enact into law some provisions which should con· 
trol the power and remedy the evils of the great combines and 
give relief to the throttled industries of individual enterprise not 
yet extinct, but fearing extermination. 

The people cry aloud for redress at our hands. We hear the 
prayer of despair coming up from the 60,000 middlemen, commer· 
cial salesmen, popularly known as ''drummers," and that of their 
families dependent upon them for support. We have seen this 
army of the unemployed looking to Congress for relief, and have 
heard their plaintive story, how they have spent the best years 
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of their existence fitting themselves for their honorable calling in I read from the RECORD: 
life with all the care, study, and fidelity that any gentleman of Mr. GA.INES. Tell me why you turned down Attorney-General Monnett in 

Ohio? this House has fitted himself for his chosen profession. We are Mr. RAY of New York. I do not understand the gentleman's question. 
painfully aware ~at their employ~ent is gone, and gon~ fore'!er • Mr. GAINES. I ask why it was the Republican party in Ohio did not re
if the trusts survive; the opportumty for honest labor IS demed nominate General Monnet t, and why they did not indorse his splendid and 

' them, and they are now too old to begin to fit themselves for a patriotic record against trusts, but left it to the Democrats to indorse it, 
which they did and went down in defeat? 

new calling in life. Mr. RAY of New York. Monett had had two terms. 
This committee bas seen and heard all this and has concluded Mr. GAINES. Even if that is true, why did they not indorse his antitrust 

to make a pretext of doing something to satisfy, if possible, the re]d~~fcrTCHIN. No; he had not. 
public and ~ool it into the belief that.th~ presen~ ~dministration Mr. RAY of New York. Monnett had had two terms. 
is really serious, honest, and earnest m its opposition to trusts. Mr. GAINES. He only had one, and you did not indorse his record. 

Sir, this committee may have thought that some forgiving but Now, Mr. Speaker, this very thing came up here before, and 
benighted soul might construe this resolve as a warning at least the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] had the whole state
to the evil tendencies of corporate greed. The lamented Lincoln ment of the case made to him. I can not understand why a fair
once said yon could fool a part of the people some of the time, minded man should again repeat that statement. 
and it appears to me that this resolve is introduced to test the Mr. GAINES. What statement does the gentleman refer to? 
practical truth and applicationof the statement. It isa harmless Mr. GROSVENOR. I have only five minutes; you will find it 
little resolve, a tender plant, and one intended for present use all in the RECORD. 
and effect. It will be taken in out of the cold, cold world and Mr. GAINES. I did not hear the gentleman. 
housed as soon as the frosts appear early in November next, and Mr. GROSVENOR. TheRepublicanpartyinOhiowasformeed 
even if it should become frost-bitten and not winter well, still it in 1854. From that day to this, so far as I am able to recollect, and 
will have served its purpose. If, however, it withstands the cold I have a pretty good memory of evei·y one of the conventions, 
blasts of the bleak winter and the heartless test of a national there never was an attorney-general nominated for but two terms 
campaign, still it remains a plant 'of slow growth and develop- in that State. It is as much the unwritten law in the State of 
ment. It will not fructify until in the "sweet by and by," after Ohio that that office shall revolve out and in at every second term 
tne mischief shall have been consummated; not until long after as it is the unwritten law of the people of the United States that 
individual industry, enterprise, and competition, now struggling no man shall be President three times in succession. Mr. Monnett 
in the iron grip of trust monopoly and dictatorship, shall have was not in any sense of the term a candidate. He did not want tO 
been vanquished and destroyed. [Applause.] be nominated. He did discuss with his friends, and it was widely 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the majority of this House is about to give discussed in the papers, that he would be a candidate for governor, 
further evidence of its magnanimity and respect for the Consti- but he never announced himself, nor did anybody for him, that he 
tution by generously permitting it to b~ in foi:ce where it was ~n- would be a candidate for attorney-general. 
tended by its founders and where all the illustrious, unbroken hne There were some seven, or eight, or nine candidates for attor
of its propounders and interpreters for the last hundred years ney-general, all in the field because of the well-known fact that 
down to this year of grace 1900 have declared with one acco1·d it did Mr. Monnett would not be a candidate. In the convention Mon
extend, namely, over the United ~tates ~nd Territories. This nett's name, as I recollect it, was not announced. Others were, and 
generosity on the part of our Repubhcan friends needs and should there was one ballot, and then a second ballot, and a very able 
receive that recognition it deserves. lawyer, a very able lawyer, with long experience and great success 

And, fellow-Democrats, it is not the first time this session that at the bar, with a character as high as any lawyer in Ohio for 
these profound constitutionalists across the aisle have permitted honesty, uprightness, and a man wholly disconnected with trusts 
the Constitution to perform some of its accustomed and well- or combinations, or anythin~ of that character, was nominated 
defined functions. and triumphantly elected. He had been elected in a judicial sub-

Ithink, Mr. SpeakeJ, it would at least be unkind of ns to attempt division giving over 5,000 Democratic majority, and had served 
to thwart our Republican friends in their laudable purpose of not with great credit on the bench. And now Mr. Sheets, the attor
depriving the Constitution of its powers as applicable to this re- nay-general, has prosecuted not only every case that Monnett left 
solve or to detract one whit from the credit and magnanimity due him thathad not been disposed of, but he is prosecuting new cases 
our Republican friends for this heroic act of concession. under the laws of Ohio. I say now, without disparaging Mr. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion this is a very harmless and impo- Monnett, that the record of success and defeat will very favorably 
tent measure; it can do no serious harm, and, unless I am much show in favor of the able attornev-general of Ohio. 
mistaken, no serious good. It is not introduced as a gastric meas- Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
ure of present vital force or effect. This resolve is of the homeo- if I was or was not correct when I asserted that Mr. Monnett had 
pathic order-to be applied in _mild cas.es, not in great em.ergenci!*3· two terms? 
It is intended for weak and s1mple-mmded persons affhcted with Mr. GROSVENOR. You were certainly right; I have twice 
a mild form of business bilious colic, and might well be designated voted for him myself and we have twice elected him. Another 
as a sort of" Marm Winslow's soothing sirup resolve"-a specific fact, thei·e is no such thing in Ohio as the Standard Oil Trust. 
for gullible people and for those who want a little something, but The organization was prosecuted in the supreme court of Ohio
are not particular what it is, so long as it is prescribed and labeled the time I can not give, but something like three years ago. A 
"perfectly safe." Yet, if in any event it will serv~ to repress and judgment was rendered absolutely revoking all its authority, and 
restrain a single trust or combine, and correspondmglyencourage the practical effect of it was to drive it out of the State of Ohio 
and give hope to a single individual enterprise, I shall be well absolutely. The only thing that is being carried on in the State 
paid for voting for it. [Applause.] . of Ohio are the operations of the Standard Oil Company, a cor-

I am actuated to this end somewhat as General Butler was in poration under the laws of another State, which is carrying on the 
his reply to Seward. As the story goes, he and Secretary Seward gigantic work of developing the oil fields of Ohio; and while I am 
were walking down Pennsylvania avenue one day and a.little col- as bitterly opposed to unlawful and injurious combinations as any 
ored boy came up behind them and began stepping on General man, I am bound to say that there is no organization for business 
Butler's heels. Mr. Seward, turning to the General, said: ~'Why purposes that-pays so much money for wages, and so high wages 
don't you .stop that boy treading on your heels?" ''Why," re- for like services in the State of Ohio, as this same Standard Oil 
sponded the General, "it amuses the little fellow and does not Company, and it is developing our territory and bringing our 
injure me." . State into first-class prominence as an oil-producing State. 

So with this resolve. It will serve to amuse our Republican The SPEAKER pro tempore (:Mr. BouTELL of Illinois). The 
friends on the other side and can do the people no harm, even if time of the gentleman from Ohio has expired. 
it confers no material benefit, and with this view I shall vote for Mr. GROSVENOR. I will avail myself of the privilege of 
it. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] • extending my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen- Mr. GAINES. It would appear from the remarks of the gen-
tleman from Ohio fMr. GROSVENOR]. tleman from Ohio that the Republican party has done its plain 

Mr. GROSVENOR · Mr. Speaker, I shall not indulge in any duty in one respect-
extended discussion of the question involved here, but I want to Mr. GROSVENOR. It always does. 
restate a fact or two. I know it will make no difference, I know Mr. GAINES. But it was mighty late in doing it. 
at the earliest opportunity the gentleman from Tennessee, or Later on Mr. GROSVENOR spoke as follows: 
somebody else on the side of our friends over there, will make the Mr. GROSVENOR (speaking from the Democratic side of the 
same statement exactly. It has already been repeatedly denied House). Mr. Speaker, I have assurance that I shall be cordially 
and explained in this House, but I think the time has come when received on this side of the Chamber. [Laughter and applause on 
I can wisely and properly put into the RECORD one more denial the Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to hear my 
of the statement that somebody in Ohio has indicated that the colleague from Ohio give assurance to the country tha;t imm~
Repnblican party is not sound on the trust question because they diately following the 4th day of next March a Democratic Pres1-
did not nominate somebody for some office out there. dent-with just a single'' if,"if he is elected-will at once proceed 
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to destroy and smash the trusts; for it brings, and couples with Now, let me discuss for a moment this idea of taking off the 
the suggestion, the fact of just what I have been claiming all the tariff on an article because it has gone into a trust. My friend 
·time. First, that every law on the statute book of the United (we will suppose for illustration) is the manager of a manu
States that assails the trusts was put there by a Republican facturing corporation, producing a single article. We will 
majority over a Democratic battle. [Applause on the Republican suppose that I am the representative of a trust dealing in the 
siue.J That every act, every step that has been taken toward this same article. Congress repeals the duty upon the products of my 
consummation has come from Republican officeholders, attorneys- trust manufacture. What becomes of my friend? Where is he? 
general, and all the rest. That is the only statement that need be made to show how utterly 

The gentleman from Arkansas fMr. TERRY] stated yesterday, impotent for good such a proposition as that would be. It would 
and I was amazed at it, that the laws now on the statute book simply put the trust possibly at a disadvantage to the extent of 
were worthless. And now comes my distinguished colleague the tariff; but they could. manufacture more cheaply than the 
from Ohio [Mr. LEi"'iTZ]-I do not know how good a lawyer the private manufacturer could, so that the reduction of the tariff 
gentleman from Arkansas is, but I do know that my friend from would destroy the small manufacturer, and leave the larger 
Ohio is something of a lawyer, and I am going to take him for manufacturer the sole occupant of the field. There is all there is 
authority, and the gentleman from Arkansas is ruled off the track about it. 
for misrepresenting the value of the Republican power on the Now, I shall not attempt to reply to the indictment that my 
statute book. friend has seen fit to file over again-the old indictment which he 

Now, a word or two about Ohio. My friend is ingenious, but not has filed in nearly every city of the United States-a very able in
ingenuous. He knows that from the adoption· of:the present con- dicbnent without a shadow of truth in any part of it. [Laughter.] 
stitution of Ohio no governor was ever elected three times in I like to hear it when it comes; I like to hear him speak. I have 
succession. only one objection. He speaks so mildly and so gently-so free 

Mr. LENTZ. They tried to, though. from exaggeration-so utterly devoid of personalities-his argu-
Mr. GROSVENOR. I was just about to say, he knows further ment so evidently comes flowing from the genuine spirit of human

that one of the ablest gentlemen, one of the most popular that Hy and love for his fellow-men-that I always feel as if he were 
was ever nominated in Ohio, was defeated, and in my opinion going to undermine the foundation on which I stand. Sometimes 
solely and alone upon the unwritt;en law of the State that no man when he assails the President of the United States in that gentle, 
·should be three times elected. Every other man on the ticket was mellifluous voiCe of his, with such agonizing regrets at the misfor
elected, and my friend here (pointing to .Hon. E. L. Lampson) tunes, the foibles, and the failures of the Administration, I feel 
from Ohio was elected lieutenant-governor, but he fared about as though I should have to turn and run. I get almost in the con
the same as some other men who have been elected governor-he dition of Peter, and if somebody did not play the damsel and tell 
was hustled out by the Democratic senate. me not to go, I do not know but that he would almost persuade 

Mr. LENTZ. He wasn't murdered, was he? [Laughter on the me to be a sinner. [Laughter and applause.] 
Democratic side. l But I shall not further occupy this valuable time. This time 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He wasn't murdered, and nobody ever is valuable, for we have brought to the Democratic party of this 
put up $100,000 to furnish somebody who was not guilty there. country an issue. They have been in power; four years ago they 

Now, then, my friend knows, as well as .I know, and as well as I had in their control all the branches of this Government. Did 
everybody else knows, that when he insinuates that· Monnett was they legislate on trusts? Not at all. Did they agonize about the 
defeated for attorney-general because of his attitude toward the labor of the country-did they? Or did they stand helpless and 
tl'nsts he is quite mistaken in his utterance. powerless whHe labor sank to a position which it never before 

More than that, what do you suppose the trusts of Ohio would occupied in all the history of the United States? Did they attack 
prefer to have if there is any such question there. [Laughter on any combination of capital-did they? For four long years they 
the Democratic side.] I mean any question pending in the courts. stood here and wrangled with each other and produced at last an 
Which would the trusts of Ohio rather have, a man of the ability abortion of a tariff bill that their own President said was a record 
of Attorney-General Sheetz, with his powerful mind, his thorough of infamy and outrage. 
legal training, his unquestioned honesty, to prosecute them in the Mr. HEDGE. They attacked trusts with their mouths. 
courts of Ohio, or a young man who brought to the attorney- Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; they attacked them with their vo-

. general's office very little experience at the bar of Ohio. So there cabulary, but in no other wav. [Applause.] 
is absolutely nothing in th~ Monnett business-nothing whatever. fHere the hammer fell.] v 

Now let me tell the gentleman something which possibly he Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am greatly surprised that 
has not "caught on'.' to. Be says we have not brought in a bill my colleague, Mr. LENTZ, should have been mislead into making 
to repeal the duty on paper. Does the gentleman know what the the statement which he bas. I want to read from the official notes 
duty on paper is....,....how much? Fifteen per cent; the least duty and then give the exact facts in the case. 
of any manufactured article that enters into any considerable 

. consumption in the United States. On a full investigation by the 
committe9 the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS], as he 
will tell yon, discovered himself that there was nothing whatever 
in the cry. · 

Now let me tell you something about which there was a cry, 
We bad collected nearly $2,000,000 upon imports from Porto Rico 
under the Dingley law after the treaty, and when we under

. took to pay the money back what did we meet? We met a propo
sition--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Ohio has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope thegentlemanfromNew York will 
give me time enough to finish. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield the gentleman five minutes 
mm& . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We met a proposition-from the chairman 
of the National Democratic Committee to give that money back 
to the men who had paid it. Who were they? Nineteen times 
out of every twenty that money had been paid by two trusts
the sugar trust and the tobacco trust. 

What next followed? The gentleman has spoken about my 
genial friend here, the leader of the Democratic side of the House, 
who had brought in a resolution he _says on one question-the 
pulp question. Let me tell you what that gentleman brought in. 
He brought in a joint resolution to repeal all tariffs upon all 
sugar, molasses, and everything else that entered into the manu
facture of sugar coming from Cuba and Porto Rico, and to put 
them on the free list. What would have been the effect of that if 
enacted? To give $14,000,000 in a single year to the sugar trust
the American Refining Company of New York. That resolution 
was solemnly introduced in this House and was reported unfa
vorably from the committee. So my friend must not limit the 
genius of the gentleman from Tennessee wholly to the question 
of free paper. He is in favor of free sugar, free molasses, and 
everything else that goes into the manufadure of sugar. 

Mr. L~TZ. I wish.to suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that Mr. Finck 
overcame 5,500 of your majority, and yet he did not come here either. He 
ra.n 5,500 ahead of his ticket in your district. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I beg the gentleman's pardon-
Mr. LE1'""TZ. Mr. Finck ran 5,500 ahead of his ticket in your district, but 

that does not prove that you a1·e a bad man. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. He did not run 100 ahead of his ticket. 
Mr. LENTZ. You got a majority of. but 4,500 in a district that has a normal 

Republican majority of 10,000. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, the gentleman does not want to stand up here and 
make such a statement as that. 

Mr. LENTZ. I will prove it. 

Bear in mind now that this controversy does not arise over the 
normal major~ty in the district ; it arises over the cold statement 
that Finck ran" 5,500 ahead of his ticket." I desire simply to 
state that I was first nominated in the present district in 1892, 
again in 1894, again in 1896, and again in 1898, and following are 
the figures-of the vote for Harrison and Cleveland, Grosvenor, 
Peoples, Cooley, Taylor, etc., and running clear through, the vote 
is given upon the head of the Republican and Democratic tickets 
and upon myself and those who ran against me. 

Election of 1892. 

Athens_--··-·····~--·--------------·--·-··------ ___ _ 
Hocking----_-···-.--··---· .. _---·-· ••...• ----·-_---~-
Meigs ___ .··-_--··· •. ··------_--·-· ____ ---·---·-·_--··. 

~~~~~=:::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::: :::: ::::::: ::::: 
Vinton---··-_··--·--·---·-·--- ____ --·-----·--·----·--· 

Totals --···- _ ..... ~ ----- ---·-- ------ _ --·-- __ .... 

Majority _ • .' ..•• --·--· •••... --···· ·--··· --------1 
Total vote cast, 37,351. 

Harrison. I Cleveland. 

4,458 
2,034: 
3,959 
3,359 
4,632 
1, 710 

20,152 1 
17,199 

2,953 1 

2,599 
2,~ 
2,41a 
M30 
4,485 
1, 748 

17, 199 

----
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CO'S'GRESS.nAN. 
Grosvenor ••...• ----·---·· ---·-- ---··- ---·-· ---- -- ...••.•.••• ----- ---- ---·-· 19, 905 

~H\~r::: :::::: :: : ::::: :::::: :::: :: ::::: :::: :::: ::::::: ::::::: ::: : :::::::: 17. ~ 
Grosvenor's plurality_.-··--------··----------··----···------------- 2, 651 

Grosvenor's majority ---·- -- ...• -····- •..... ---·-· --···· ------------ 1, 093 

Total vote cast._ ..... ---·-· -- ...• -~-- ---- ---- .... ---- ---- ·--- ---- ---- 38, 717 
Election of 189fl. 

Athens---------.--·-·.--····-··-· -- .....•...• ·--· -·-· 
Hocking .•.... --···---------·--------·--··-····· ..... . 
Meigs .... ---- •..•. --·---··-- •......• --- ..••••. ---- .•.. 
Perry •.••••..•. --·· ••...•••..... _ ..••...• -------- --·
Ross. ---------------------···----·----··----··-----··-
Vinton .... .' .. __ ---- •... ---- ____ ·--· ___ --·- _______ ... 

Totals --·· •••..• ---··· ----·· -------·-······· •··· 

Majority·------··-------------------·------··-· 

Total vote cast, 33, 207. 

I 
Secretary of State. 

------,-----

R. D. 

4.,«5 1,163 
2,188 1,806 
3,938 1,2!4 
3,550 2, 7'26 
5,101 3,786 
1, 924: 1,338 

1~~~~~-~~~-

21,1« 
12,063 

12,063 

9,081 

Grosvenor's plurality-·-·············--····--·····-··········-······ 9,130 

Grosvenor's majority······-····-·-----·-··------------·--·-···-···- 5,0l5 

Total vote cast .....•. --··------------------···----· --····---- ---- ---- 36,44:7 
Election of 1896. 

McKinley. I Bryan. 

Athens_ --···-- ....•.... --···· •.........••.•.... --···-
Hocking ... ~ ... ---- - ....• --· ....... -·-· ··-- -- -· • ····· 
Meigs . --- -··· •.•.......•.... -- ----·- ---- ---- ---·-· --·· 
Perry --- _ .•.... _ -----. ---- ____ .• __ --··-· •... _ ·-- _. ___ _ 
Ross--- - ------ ---·-- ------ ---- --·· --· ----'··------ --·· 
Vinton . -•. --- --·- ---- ------ ---- ---· --- -·- ···• ···- -· ·· 

Totals -... --·- ---- ----·-···· -------··- --·-- •.... 

5,429 
2,746 
~.696 
3,989 
5,562 
2,035 

u 4.57 
19:817 

Majority ...•......• ·--- ...... - ...•. ----·-·- .... 4, 640 

Total vote cast, 44,2'i4. 

3,:!72 
3,160 
2,521 
4,09'J 
t,960 
1, 12 

19,817 

Grosvenor'smajority . ............ .... ..........•................... !,483 
Total vote cast, 44:,183. 

Election of 1S98. 

Secretary of State. 

Republican. Democrat. 

Athens ............................................... i,1(6 1,878 

~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::: ::: ~ fi: ~ i: = 
Perry---····-····---·---------··-·····--·--··· ···-- ·- 3,306 I',~ 
Ross .....•• ·-·----·--··· ·---·----------····- ----.... 4, 943 
Vinton·-·-------·--···--·---········-···--·--··--·--· 1,969 1,52! 

1~~~~-i-~~~~ 

Total ..... ----···-·---·--···-·---···--·-····-··· 20,383 15,532 
15,532 

Majority •... ·- --------·--···- ------··········-· 4,851 

Total vote cast, 35,915. 

Grosvenor's majority·····-···················-··-········---····--- 3,372 
'Total vote cast,36,2!-0. 

RECAPITULATION. 

1892 .... ·-···· --·· .. •••·•· 
1894. -···· ---- ---··- ----·
lb'96 ...• ·-··-- ------ ·- ···· 
1B118. --- . -·· --···- -··· --. -

'Total. ..•.•..•.•... 

Re1mb
lican. 

20,152 
21, 144: 
24:,457 
20,383 

88,136 
64:,6ll 

Total.. ___________ (a)21,525 
13,963 

Difference·---···- 7,562 

aMa"ority 

Demo· Grosve- Demo- ~th 
cratic. nor. cratic. ers. 

17,199 
12,063 
19,817 
15,532 

64:,6ll 

19,905 
20, 731 
24:,333 
19,806 

84., 775 
65,139 

(b) 19,636 
5,673 

13,963 

bPlurality 

17,254 1,558 
11,601 4-, 115 
19,850 
16,434 

65,139 5,673 

It will be f!een that in 1898 my majority was 3,372, but it will 
also be seen that the total vote cast in that yearwas36,240,against 
44,274 in the election two years before, making a difference of up· 
ward of 8,000 in the aggregate vote. So it is presumable that if 
the full vote had been cast I would have received even a greater 
majority than I did two years before, and I may state that in 
1891, the year before my first nomination, the majority for 
McKinley over Campbell in the district was only 3,142. This ia 
the starting and is the true basis on which to gauge the effect of 
my several nominations upon the district which I have the honor 
to represent. The result as to county officers is quite as striking 
as upon the head of the ticket. 

The present normal majority in the district is just about 4,500 
votes, an increase of fully 1,500 over its normal majority when I 
was .first nominated. I am content with these figures; but Mr. 
Speaker, what have they to do with this whole business? What 
has the question of whether or not I am a popular candidate got to 
do with the subject-matter of the discussion which we are now 
engaged in. It is sufficient for me to say that I would not have 
made any mention of it or in anywise indulged in it had not my 
colleague himself introduced the subject. 

:MESSAGE FR.Olf THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House to bills of the following titles: 

S. 3662. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise D. 
Smith; 

S. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Long 
mire; 

S. 1975. An act granting a pension to Annie D. M. Wood; 
S. 1593. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara H. Inch 

and · 
S. 2941. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Garn 

ble, jr. 
The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 

the amendment of the Honse to the bill (S. 351) granting an in 
crease of pension to Samuel S. White, had asked a conference with 
the Honse on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 
and had appointed Mr. G.A.LLrnGER, Mr. QUARLES, and Mr. KEN
NEY as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R 
8366) to amend section 953 of the Revised Statutes. 

The message also announced that the Senate bad passed with 
amendments the bill (R. R.11212) making appropriations for sun 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30. 1901, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed tho fol 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 62: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That o 

each of the remaining volumes of' the Philippine Com.mission's report there 
shall be printed and bound 1,500 copies of each for the use of the Philippine 
Commission. 

That for the special use of the Department of State there be printed of the 
full report 200 copies, on 70-pound paper, and bound in ha.If morocco; and 500 
copies of the second and subsequent volumes, to be bound in brown cloth 
uniform with the fir t •olume, for distribution by the Department of State 

That of the supplement to the commission's re_port there be printed, for 
the use of the Department of State, 1,500 copies in royal octavo and bound in 
half morocco: Provided, That the printing and binding of tho report of the 
Philippine Commission under the concurrent resolution of February ZJ, 1900 
shall not include this supplement. 

WHITE CROSS SOCIETY OF AMERICA.. 

The bill (S. 2581) to incorporate the National White Cross So 
ciety of America, and for other purposes, was laid before the House 
with the information that the Senate had disagreed to the amend 
ments of the House and asked a conference. 

Mr. MUDD. I move that the House insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr 

Munn, Mr. SAMUEL W. SmTH, and Mr. Srns as conferees on the 
part of the House. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois rMr. REEVES]. 

Mr. REEV"&S. Mr. Speaker, I take it there is litt1e disagree 
ment here or elsewhere upon one proposition, and that is that the 
common consensus of judgment of the people is that these trusts 
are deleterious to the best interests of the whole l'leople. Tbe 
question of a remedy is a most difficult one. In my judgment 
the matter under consideration at this time iB of as much impor 
tance, if not more, than any ·question that has come before <Jon 
gress since the declaration of war with Spain. 

There is one element in trusts, and, so far as I know, only one 



1900. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 6407 
that is an injurious element. The element of monopoly in the 
trusts is, so far as I am able to discern, the only dangerous ele
ment. That element in and of itself has been a factor in the 
affairs of men as long as history reaches ba.ck. 

But only in these modern days has it come about in this form. 
During the reign of Elizabeth, of England, monopoly in trade was 
expressly given by franchise; and the courts of England sustained 
such franchises as constitutional. Later, and upon the death of 
Elizabeth, the evils of those monopolies having become apparent, 
the courts of England reversed themselves and declared those 
franchises unconstitutional. By so doing they prohibited the 
granting of further franchli;es in this line and undid what had 
been granted. From that day to this the sentiment has been 
growing, not only in European nations, but in our own country as 
well, against special privileges of any kind or character being 
granted to anybody. 

Many of the State constitutions of the various States of this 
Union prohibit special legislation. The object of this prohibition 
was to prevent special privileges of any kind or character being 
granted to any person or persons. It was discovered, however, 
by keen, shrewd business men that by enlarging the scope of a 
given business, by the aggregating of great volumes of capital, 
manufacturing institutions of the same line, spread over a dozen 
or more States, could be put together and the entire business 
involved in these manufactures could be controlled and monopo
lized as perfectly and completely as though a monopoly had been 
granted by an act of the legislature. 

This new form of aggregated capital in such vol nme as to create 
pure monopoly is the thing we call to-day a trust, and it is that 
element only that is the dangerous one. Take, for example, the 
State of Illinois. The constitution of our State expressly prohibits 
special legislation of any kind or character. In our State we can 
not take hold of an evil that has•arisen and exists under the name 
of a trust and legislate specifically against it, because the consti
tutional prohibition of special legislation forbids it. The snme 
prohibition, operating in the same way, prevails in a majority of 
the States of this Union. If, then, it is to be left to the States to 
controJ, and if it be true, as I contend it is, that special legislation 
is required to meet the conditions of a trust, the States are abso
lutely helpless without first amending their own constitutions. 
If this be the remedy and the only one, then it will require 
amendments to at least a majority of the State constitutions of this 
Union; and that will mean as many-different methods of con
trolling a trust as there are Stat.es in which to attempt the con
trol. 

On the other hand, if the proposed amendment to the Federal 
Constitution is adopted, Congress can by one simple act create a 
uniform method of control of· these trusts that shall prevail all 
over the country. It can be speedy, it can be effective, and it can 
be tested in one lawsuit, if that should be required, while, on the 
other band, it would mean endless litigation, endless legislation, 
aud endless vexation, resulting, in all probability, in failure. An 
illustration of this condition may be found in the condition in Ire
land: All of us are well aware of the fact that Ireland is owned 
by relatively a few people. Only a few years ago extortionate 
rentals were charged by the landlords of Ireland, resulting in 
almost open rebellion. 

G1adstone wa..s premier of England, and it fell to his lot to con
trol it, and he passed the Irish land laws, by the terms of which, 
among other things, it was provided that if a landlord and tenant 
disagreed as to the amount of rent that should be paid, either 
party could take the question into court, which wonld hear evi
dence and determine the fair rental value. This was special legis
lation, made possible there because of the powers of the unwritten 
constitution of England. Here it would be an absolute impossibil
ity, but with authority to act in this matter vested in Congress by 
the proposed constitutional amendment, Congress will have the 
power to do ·as Parliament did in· that case-deal directly and spe
cifically with the question. 

Any legislation which does not provide ultimately that the 
courts may dissolve a corporation in the form of a trust and drive 
it out of business will not be sufficient. 

rHere the hammer fell.] 
Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LEXTZ] 

fiftrnn minutes. . 
[Mr. LENTZ addressed the House. See Appendix.] 

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL, 

Mr. CANNON. i will ask the gentleman from New York to 
yield to me to ask unanimous consent to have the sundry civil 
bill as amended and returned by the Senate printed, and the 
amendments numbered, and that it lie on the table for the 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois will be granted. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McRAE. Is it the purpose to ca11 up this bill to-day? 

Mr. CANNON. No; I think it can not be .printed and num
bered so as to get at it to-day. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio. [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speak"€r, I take advantage of the liber
ality of the House, granting leave to print in this general debate, by 
referring to a speech relatin~ to the "\\001 question, made by the 
Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON ot Tennessee, leader of the Democratic 
minority on this floor, which he delivered on the 31st day of last 
J\Iarch. 

In replying to the speech of my" colleague, Mr. SHATruc, l\Ir. RrCH
.A..RDso~ said, among other things: 

l\Ir. RICHARDSON. 

* * * * • * * I want to refer to one particular point, in answer to the gentleman's conten-
tion as to the advantage to the country derived from the p8.$age of the Dingley 
tariff bill in 1897. I want to show by a few figures which I have here that that 
bill has had n. very injurious effect upon one great industry in this country, one 
in which the gentleman's own State is profoundly interested, the industry of 
woolgrowing. I think I can show by the ~es that the Dingley bill has been 
disastrous in its effect UJ><>n the price of wool in this country. 

If the gentleman expects me to contend that the price of wool has not advanced 
since 1897 or 1898, I will disappoint him, because there has been an increase in 
the price of wool; but if we are to judge of the results by what has truren place, 
we will observe that the DiDgley bill, or something else that has operated loc.ally, 
has been disastrous to the price of wool in our country as against woolgxowe.rs 
a.broad. There must be wme reason for it. If we are going to attribute a con
trolling effect to the ta.riff. I can establish by the figures that the Dingley bill has 
injured the wool industry in this country; and in order to do that, I want to com
pare the prices of wool in this country with the prices of wool abroad. 

Mr. Chairman, if it can be shown that the price of wool abroad. in all classes, 
fine as well as common, has increased far more than in the United_States, why, 
then, it must be that we have some local reason for its failure to increase to so 
great an extent in the United States. The gentleman, I say, insists that the 
Republican t.ariff controls the price of wool. 

Now, I haYe here a circular from a. leading firm of wool commission merchants, 
one of the leading firms in the United States, if not the leading firm, Justice, 
Bateman & Co.1 of Philadelphia.. I wish to submit some of the figures which I get 
from this ci:rcruar. I shall all to insert the whole circular in the RECORD, or so 
much of it as relates to the price of wool, as a part of my remarks, and I want to 
comment briefly upon these figures. I shall call the attention of the committee 
more particularly to the contention I am making. 

We have here n. comparison of the prices of the diJierent grades of wool, in this 
circular issued by this firm, first, of seventy-two grades of wool quoted in the cir
cular. It shows that the average priceonJanuaryl,1899, was 18centsa. ponnd,as 
against an average of 241 cents at this date, an advance of 36 per cent in one year. 
Tfils shows that upon seventy-two diJierent grades there has been an increase of 
36 per cent in the price in one year in the United States. This statement shows 
that on merino wool the advance abroad has been greater than on other grades; 
and while this advance of 36 per cent in the United States in this one year has 
been considerable, it has been considerably exceeded by the increase in the out
side markets of the world. The per cent of increase outside of the markets in the 
United St.ates has been 54 per cent. Now, if the Dingley bill and the Republican 
tariff control the price, I am justified in the contention in the beginning, that 
the Dingley bill has actually depressed the price of wool in the United States, 
and there is no escape from this conclusion. 

l\Ir. WM. ALDEN SllrrH. I should like to ask my friend a question. 
The C1Lu1nLrn. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield to the gentleman 

from Michigan? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to all the gentleman whether it is not 

a fact that the value of sheep has very largely increased under the Dingley law'l 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am not on that point now. 
l\Ir. W:M. ALDEi.'f SmTa Will you answer the question? 
Mr. RICHA.BDsoN. I am giving you the figures on wool, and the gentleman 

from Michigan may put in his statement in his own time as to the price of sheep. 
I have not those figures at hand. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I ask if the value of sheep has not largely increased 
under the Dingley law? 

Mr. FITzGERALD, of Massachusetts. How much ta.rift' was placed on sheep? 
Mr. Wll:, ALDEN S.YITH. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee if the price of 

sheep has not increased from l~ than 81 a head to $5 a. head? ' 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Do you attribute that to the Dingley bill? 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I attribute it to this, that there has been an extraor

dinary demand for wool in the American markets for American wools, and a 
lessened demand for foreign wool-

Mr. RICHARDSON. How do you account for the figures? 
Mr. Wn. ALDEX SMITH (continuing). And the v~lue of sheep has greatly 

increased. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. How do you account for the figures that I have given you 

here, that on 72 grades quoted by this firm-and they could have no purpose in 
misleading or deceiving-how can you account for the fact that the increase 
abroad within the year has been 54 per cent in the price, while it has been only 
36 per cent in this country on those 72 grades? · 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not undertake-
Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, taking finer wools, on merino wool the advance 

abroad has been greater than on the other grades t-0 which I have referred. 
Messrs. Boxton, Ronald & Co., in their London wool report, show the advance to 
have been 60 per cent on merino and 48 per cent on crossbreds. In the United 
States the advance on merino and medium wools has only been 34 per cent. On 
nearlr all grades the domestic prices are still below the importing point, the 
margm. increasing as the grades progr~ from coarse to fine. 

I ask consent to put the entire article into my remarks, in order that it may 
not be contended that I have garbled their statement in any respect. 

The CH.ilRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan.imom consent to 
insert in his remarks the article referred to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The matter referred. to is ns follows: 

11 'IHE WOOL SITUATIO~. 
11 At no previous time bas the home market been more completely in the pas· 

session of the dome.5tic woolen manufacturer tha.n it is at present, nor has the 
wool situation ever before appeared to rest upon a more solid foundation. 

"Almost without exception manufacturers have sold their output for months 
ahead, and having bought sufficient wool with which to make the goods required 
by these contracts, their interest iQ domestic wool at the advanced prices, even 
though below the cost of foreign, has perceptibly slackened. -
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"This doe not eem to have affected prices, however, for they continue 

remru.:kably firm, nor has the recent financial stringency developed any weak 
spots m the wool market. 

'.'.A. comparison of the 72 grades quoted in our circular shows that the average 
price was 18 cents on January 1, 1899, as against an average of 241 cents at this 
date, an advance of 36 per cent in one year. 

""\Yhile this advance has been remarkable, it has been exceeded by that in the 
outSide markets of the world, wbilre the average advance since this time last 
yea.r bas been M per cent. 

'' On merino wool the advance abroad has been greater than on other grades. 
MeS&S. Buxton, Ronald & Co.'s London wool report just issued shows the advance 
to have been 60 per cent on merinos and 48 per cent on cro breds. 

"1!1 the United States the advance on merino (taking XX Ohio as a basis) and 
medmm wools has been only 34 per cent. ·:On nearly ~ g:ades o~ domestic wools prices are still below the importing 
pomt the margm mcreasmg as the gra'1es progress from coarse to fine. 

"The present consumption of wool in the United States is estimated at 600 000 -
000 pounds per annum, and it seems as near certain as anything can be that the 
home supply will be inadequate for the requirements of manufacturers for this 
year, thus necessitating extensive importations. · 

"According to the Wool and Cotton Reporter the amount of wool on hand at the 
p~e ~nt time, <:xclusive o~ that ~ ~ufacturers' hands, and of foreign wools 
still m bond with the duties unpaid, IS more than 50 per cent less than it was a 
yeara~o . 
. "It is evidently in view of these facts that already in many wool-growing sec

tions buyers are contracting for the next clip in the belief that wool on the sheep's 
back at prices current to-day will show a handsome profit before the end of the 
year. 

11 WILL PRESE~"'T FOREIG~ PRICES BE MA.D<TAINJID? 

11 MeaSU!ed by No. 60's .Botany Tops, merino wools in Europe have advanced 59 
per cent SlilCe January 1, 1899, which is the greatest advance in foreign markets 
for over thirty years. 

"The nearest approach to it was in 1870. Then, as now, the ad"l"ance was caused 
by an abnormal mortality among sheep in the Southern Hemisphere but as the 
:perc~ntage of losses then was le...;s than halfasgreatasit is now, it seems almost 
lileVItable that the effect upon prices at this period will be proportionately greater 

"Prices advanced without IDterruption from December, 1870, until February. 
1872, an.d although .there ~vas a slight temporary reaction in the early part of 
1872, pi:-ces closed higher ID December of that rear than in any previous part of 
the penod. 

"The advance was practically continuous for two years from December, 1870 to 
December, 1872, and wool values remained on a high plane for several years 
afterwards. 

"The. diagram [not supplied) in the next column shows the course of prices 
at that time, and as history frequently repeats itself, and especially as the present 
advance (instead of lacking any element of stability "{>OSSes.sed by the former 
o~e) seell!s t<? b~ based on an eve~ more solid fo~dation, from every point of 
VIew the IDd1cations are for a continuance of a higher plane of wool prices all 
ornr the world during the next few years. 

" It has been argued that consumers can not afford to pay the advance in the 
cost of clothing necessitated by higher wool prices; but if foreigners can buy 
clot~g made of fine wool 60per cent dearer.than a year a~o, surely the wealthier 
Amencan masses can afford to wear clothing made of similar wool which has 
advanced only 34 per cent. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. With the gentleman's permission, I will ask if 
in your opinion the fact that there was a disastrous drought in Australia, where 
most of the fine wool used in England and in this country comes from, did not 
affect the price of wool? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think not. This article makes no estimate of that, and 
I am not undertaking to account for it. 

Mr. HE~Y of Connecticut. But it is a fact that sheep in Australia died by 
hundreds of thousands on account of that drought. . 

Mr. RICHA.RDSO!i. The gentleman must mean by that that the Dingley bill 
kept the sheep from dyin~ here in this country'? 

Mr. HE..~RY of Connecticut. We know that hundreds of thousands of sheep 
in Australilfwere destroyed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (reading)-
.. Measured by Nobo's Botany tops, merino wools in Europe have advanced 59 

per cent since January lhl899, which is the greatest advance in foreign markets 
for over thirty years. T e nearest approach to it was in 1870." 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will publish that. I want to add to my remarks an 
extract from a. letter from another firm of wool merchants, Louis S. Fiske & Co., 
of Philadelphia, addressed to a large wool grower in the West: 

"DEAR Srn: We see by the newspaper reports that the growers of your State 
are contracting their wool now and tying themselves up for next season. This 
would seem to be unwise, with such a market as you are assured of having next 
season and a constantly advancing market abroad. From the statements of the 
best authorities, there is a shortage of fine wools the world over. Domestic wools 
are still below the price of foreign wools, and it is expected at the January sale 
that there will be a still further advance abroad." 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing more to say except to emphasize the fact 
that if the Rei;mblican tariff has controlled the price of wool, it has controlled 
it injuriously ID the United States, and has put down the yrice of wool as com
pared with the price of that article abroad. It has grown lil price more rapidly 
and higher, and the per cent of increase has been far greater, abroad than in the 
United States, as shown by this authority. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. He 
means to be fair about this, I have no doubt. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from TenneEsee if it is not a fact that during the last year of the Wilson law, 
when we had free wool~ our wool market was overcrowded with foreign wool 
from Australia, New Zeaiand, and other countries; and if it was not a fact that 
for over a year after the passage of the Dingley bill few of the fruits of that act 
could be realized by the American farmer because of excessive importations of 
foreign wool? .But the gentleman from Tennessee knows and must admit that 
the value of sheep has very largely increased under the Dingley law; with the 
tariff, the valuation of wool to the woolgrower will be increased. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I propo e to conclude my remarks, and I will yield then 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. WM . .ALDEN SMITH. I want to ask you if that is not true, that we had a 
large excess and oversupply of foreigi;i wool here when the Dingley law went into 
effect? 

Mr, RicR..umso~. There may have been. I have not the figures before me, 
and I would not undertake to reply without them. The gentleman can produce 
his figures if he choo es. But that was not the line of argument that I was pur
suing. If it be conceded that the answer would be along the line of the gentle
man's inquiry, that will not controvert the fa.ct that I have produced here, and 
that is that under the Republican tariff the· price of wool has increased every
where more than in the United States, and the gentleman will be at liberty to 
produce the facts to show that the Wilson tariff affected the price of sheep if he 
can do so. 

I ha\e published eubstantially the entire remarks of the gentleman 

in order that there may be no complaint that injustice has been 
done or that anything he said has been in anywise garbled. 
~at which he was apparently aiming to show was the fact, as he 

claimed, that the advance in the price of wool in this counfry waa 
caused by some extraordinary and unusual conditions in the foreign 
markets. 

In order that I might have the benefit of the opinion of Mr. Theo
dore Justice, to whom M.r. RICHARDSON has referred with approba
tion, I sent l\Ir .. RroHARDso~~s speech to tlll:t gentle:i;rian, and ihortly 
after~ar~ recerved .from him a lett;er, wh1c~ I will now publish. 
And m this connection I may say w1th propriety, following up the 
mdorsement of 1\-lr. RrcHAJIDsoN, that there is probably no man in 
the United States who has more thoroughly mastered the whole sub
ect of wool prices, wool markets, and wool conditions than has 
Mr. Theodore Justice. But I here reproduce his letter: 

[Justice, Bateman & Co., wool commission merchants, 122 South Front Str.:et.) 
PHILADELPHIA., April 7, 1900. 

DEAR Sm: I have yours of the3d instant, and am surprised that Mr. Richardson 
should hav:e quote<_l our circular proving, by its ~t para~aph, the inestimable 
benefits berng received by our people from the Dmgley t.ariff act, and especially 
benefits to the woolgrower. In the very first paragraph in that part of the circu
lar quoted by Mr. llichardson we state "that at no previous time has the home 
market been ~'?re completely in the possession of the domestic woolen manu
facturer than it IS at :pre ent, nor bas the wool situation ever appeared to rest on 
a more solid foundation." 

These conditions as compared with those of the Wilson tariff act when our 
home ma~ket had been s_urrendered to !he monopoly of foreigners,' and when 
our. machinery. was runnIDg only half. time, and when wages were falling, as 
ag8.lDSt. adva:ncmg wages under the DIDgley tariff act, were contrasts so over
whellJlingly m favor of the present as to cause wonder at Mr. RICR.A.RDsox's use 
of these facts. 

On the 1st of January of this year, owing to the Dingley tarift act 200 000 
factory operatives received an advan~e in wag~. and to-day, owing to fun em
ployment brou~ht to them by the Dmgley tariff a.ct, the average ea:mings of 
adults. engage~ m the manufacture of 'U)Olens is Sil per week as against S5 under 
th~ Wilson tariff act. Now they are e!nployed sixty hours a week as against 
thirty hours a week during the period of the Wilson ta.rift act, and they now get 
10 pe! cent more pay for each hour employed. 

It is true tha~ merino wools on the 1st of January had not advanced here as 
much as they did abroad, for. the reason. that during the free-wool period the 
mar~ets of the world we!e stripped of their free-wool surplus, and relieving those 
foreign markets by sending here what was equal to a three years' SUP.ply for us 
bro~~ht ~to the l!nited States in anticipation of the Dingley tariff act, thuS 
handicappIDg u_s with the world's surplus wool. The effect of this tremendous 
free-woo1 handicap has been to prevent the advance in wool in the American 
markets from being q_uite as great as the advance in the outside markets of the 
world, which latter, mstead of being smothered with it, as we have been have 
been benefited by the scarcity of wool. That American wools have advanced 
as much as they have, in spite of the crushing avalanche of free wool imported 
under the Wilson tariff act, is the strongest testimony in favor of the wisdom 
UD:d beneficen.ce o~ the. DID~ley tariff act, which, by APril 1 of this year, has 
raised domestic pnces, m spite of the free-wool handicap, to a higher degree 
than anyone could have anticipated. On some grades of American wool prices 
are now on a parity with forei~ with the duty added, and on all grades domestic 
is nearly up to the cost of foreign with duty added. • 

Quite recen~ly coarse wool clipped from American sheep of the Shropshire 
grade was selling at 30 cents in the unwashed condition in the markets of the 
Unitecl States, the clean-scoured cost of that wool to the manufacturer being 53 
cents .. Owing to a recent decline in London, wool bought there to-day can pay 
th~ ~mgley duty of 11 cent~ per pound, plus 1 cent per pound expenses for 
bnngrng the wool to the Umted States, a.nd can be sold to the American manu
Iac~er to-day at less than 47 cents clean, which, of course has compelled the 
Amen.can woolgrower to lower his price on Shropshire un"~ashed wool from 30 
cents m January to 27 cents now. The Dingley tariff act on this grade of wool 
is in full O"{>eration, and raises the American price to the full extent of the tariff. 
The Ame~can woolgrower will r~e how mu~h the Dingley tariff act has 
done for him when he reflects that this same Amencan Shropshire wool which is 
bringing 'l:l cents in the Philadelphia market if sold in the London market 
would fetch 12 cents less P.er pound than it brings here so that its London value 
would be 15 cents, and if the Dingley tariff act was 'repealed and the Wilson 
law substituted the London price of 15 cents would be the American price 
instead of the latter being 'lJ cents as it is. ' 
. The following table~ parall~l biack lines illustrates in the first place by the 
imports under the Wilson tariff act how we were swamped with foreign free 
wool. . The ~bles under 1898 and 1899 ~ow how the Dingley tariff act has kept 
out this foreign wool. The long black line opposite the year 1897 represents the 
surplus o! class 1 a~d class 2 wool,. of whic;ti Europe was relieved in antici~tion 
of the Dingley tariff act, and which was imported under the Wilson tanff act 
and is the handicap that has up to this time prevented the advance in America 
from being in every grade of wool quite up to the cost of foreign with the Dingley 
tariff duties added. 

The inclosed diagram, marked A, illustrates the comse of foreign as compared 
wi~h dom~tic prices for.wool of.the same kind from January 1 to April 1. Line 
B, 1!1 the middle of the diagrlll!1, illustra~es the course of prices of XX Ohio in the 
Uruted ~tates. Under the DID~ley tariff act this grade of wool in the United 
States smce January 1 has declined 5t per cent, because of the influence of the 
~ n per cent decline in the same grade in the London market which is illustrated 
~line c. .If you will ~~e line c in t?ie diagram from 1892 to the present 
time you will see the prices which the Amencan woolgrowerwould have received 
in the London marketif hehadsenthiswool thereto be sold. LineB just above 
shows the course of prices in the United States. ' ' 
You~ notice that in 1892, under the McKinley Act, XX Ohio was selling in 

the Umted States at an average price of 29t cents, and yet if it had been sold in 
London it wo~d have brought only ~9t cents. In 1896 (Wilson law), under free 
wool, XX Ohio was wo,rth 18! cents m the London ma1·ket, and yet it wa worth 
only 18 cents, or f; cent less, in the American market. On April I 1900 under 
the Dingley tariff act, XX Ohio in the United States averaged 34f cents' while 
if it is sold in the London market it would fetch only 25t cents. What better 
evidence could there be than this that the Dingley tariff act raised the American 
price of XX Ohio 35 per cent above its London value, whereas the Wilson tari.t? 
!aw lowered the American price of XX Ohio to nearly 3 per cent under its value 
lil London. 

Nineteen grade.~ of wool on April 1, 1900, averaged 32 per cent higher tha.n 
they were on April 1 one year ago, while nineteen similar grades of foreign wool on 
April~. 1900, are only 26l pe! cent higher than they were one year ago. Thus 
you will ob erre that the Dmgley tariff act has caused an advance in nineteen 
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grades of 5t per cent ir-eater than the advance in the markets of the world on 
the same number of similar grades of wool. 

The American Economist of New York hM sent out postal cards to the wool
growers in the United States asking them to fill out the blank form on the postal 
cards with the comparative value of sheep per head under the Wilson law in 
1896, and the Dingley tariff act in 1900. I have written to the secretary, as you 
will see by the inclosed copy of letter, to forward the same to you. 

Very truly, yours, THEODORE JUSTICE. 
Hon. c. H. GROSVE..."'<OR, 

House of Representat·iv<JI;, Washington, D. C. 
It would seem that there was nothing more to be said or that 

need be said on this subject, but I will say more. 
Here is published a Treasury Teport of May 15, 1900: 

[Financial article from the New York Evening Post, May 15, 1900.] 
The Treasury published to-day its report on the country's foreign trade for 

April, and the figures again throw highly interesting light on the problem of the 
foreign exchanges. :Briefly, the showing is, that although imports of merchan
dise rose last month to the largest volume ever but once recorded for the period, 
our export trade was so enormous that the excess of exports runs beyond any 
corresponding month in the country's history. It even exceeds by a small 
amount, the trade balance of April1 1898, when Europe's famine demand was 
crowding every available ocean ship with wheat and com. Comparison with 
that interesting period, two yeaxs ago, will show very strikingly how the com-
position of our export trade has changed. . 

In 1898, the April exports were made up of $62,000,000 agricultural merchandise, 
comprising 3141.~,000 cotton, and of $37,000,000 other products, chiefly manufac
tures. In1899, ~ 500,000agricultural exports, of whichcottonmadeup$24,600,000, 
are supplemented by $54,400,000 nonagricultural commodities. In other words, 
while cereal exports, which were the backbone of our export trade two yea.rs ago, 
have subsequently decreased 30 per cent-were needed at home by our better em
ployed people, who, under Dingley Act, can now afford to buy lavishly-cotton 
sent out to other countries has expanded in value 71 per cent and manufactured 
goods no l~ than 46 per cent. This extraordinary shifting about in the volume 
of our exports-the offsetting by shipment of other goods the normal contraction 
of our bread.stuffs trade-is the secret of our marvelously .persistent export bal
ance. Nothing like this occurred after the foreign famine and American trade 
revival of 1879 and 1880. The export trade of that epoch reached high level in 
the second year of foreign grain shortage, ending with June, 1881. 

The volume of exports from this country during the twelve months before 
that date was never approached again in the succeeding decade; in most years 
it was a hundred million dollars l~. In the pre.sent decade the foreign crop 
shortage ended with 1898, and cereal shipments since then have decreased at the 
rate of $4-0,000,000 annually. Yet our total outward trade for the ten months end
ing April 30-already in 1898 exceeding a billion dollars-increased $€6,000,000 in 
the fiscal year 1899, and $135,000,000 more in 1900. Despite the gold export move
ment, the peculiar nature of which is well enough understood, it is hard to imagine, 
in the light of any precedent, what is to be the outcome of this situation. The 
nation grows rich under the policy of protection to our home industries. The 
home market is our best market. 

THEODORE JUSTICE. 
Following that here is a statement of the wool imports into this 

country for the various years, showing first that after the accession 
of Cleveland to power in 1893 but 55,000,000 pounds of wool were 
imported into this country, but that under Cleveland and Wilson 
free-trade bill we imported nearly 800,000,000 pounds, and so utterly 
overstocked the market that no such impression was made by the 
Dingley bill at first as we had a right to have expected. 

"Kindly fill out the blank spaces on th~ reverse side of this card and return 
the same to us at your earliest convenience. 

"The information asked for will be held strictly confidential, and in no case will 
the figures furnished be used otherwise than making up the totals upon which 
general percentages are to be computed. 

"Yours, very truly, 
· "THE .AMERICAN PROTECTIVE TARIFF LE.A.GUE. 

"Summarized returns of this investigation will be printed in the American 
Economist, and a copy mailed free to persons furnishing reports." 

Accompanying this inquiry was a leaflet showing the effects of protection and 
free trade on woolgrowing and sheep raising. For example, from 1878 to 1882, 
inclusive, under the Morrill tariff the number of sheep throughout the country 
increased by over eleven millions. Under the tariff of 1883, in which the duties 
on wool products were materially reduced, the number of sheep decreased by 
about six millions. With restored protection to wool thro~h the McKinley 
tari.ff of 1890 the number of sheep increased by nearly four millions. The Wilson 
tariff, with free trade in wool, practically went into effect when Mr. Cleveland 
was elected, and immediately the flocks throughout the country began to 
decrease, and from 1893 to 1896 decreased by about nine millions. The Dingley 
tariff reimposed the scientific schedules of the McKinley tariff, and with the 
promise of protection through the election of William McKinley and a Repub
lican Congr~ the sheep industry immediately began to advance. From 1896 
to and including 1898 the number of sheep advanced by about one million three 
hundred thousand. 

The effect of protection and free-trade in regard to the number of sheep owned 
throughout the country is not more impressive than the effect as to values. Un
der the Morrill tariff the lowest price per head was $2, and the highest $2.55. 
Under the ta.riff of 1883 the lowest price per head was Sl.09, and the highest price 
was $2.27. Under the McKinley tariff the lowest price was $2.49 and the highest 
price $2.66. Under free-trade the lowes. t price was $1.58, and the highest-price 
$1.92. Under the Dingley tariff the highest price in the history of the nation is 
recorded-namely, $2.75. · -

These facts of vital interest to the sheep raisers of Colorado and adjoining 
States seem to have had an inflammatory effect upon the editor of "Field and 
Farm." Hence his objurgatory respons.e: "D-n the tariff and all its fools!" 
Why? We do not know. We could not possibly have supposed that the citation 
of facts like those gleaned from official statistics and quoted above would operate 
on the mind of the editor of " Field and Farm " as a red rag operates on the 
sensibilities of a bull, and cause him (the editor) to lose his temper and fall to 
cursing like a drab. · 

We hardly think the sheep raisers of his section will join this Bryanite in 
"d-ning the tariff." Over the border in Utah they will not be likely to echo 
his profane sentiment. A sheep raiser in Utah County, for example, will not 
"d-n the tariff," for he reports that whereas in 1896 (Wilson free-wool tariff) 
he owned 8,000 sheep of an average value of $2 per head, he own·ed in March, 
1900 t"Dingley protective tariff), 11,000, of an average value of $4.25 per head. 

Sheep raisers in Choteau County, Mont., do not "d-n the tariff." One of 
them reports that his flock has increased from 4,000 in 1896 to 6,500 in 1900, and 
that the value per head has increased from $2.25 in 1896 to $.5 in 1900. 

From Bingham County, in Idaho, comes the statement of a farmer who owned 
2,900 sheep in 1896 and now owns 6,000; market value in 1896, $2.50 per head; 
market value in 1900, $5 per head. · . · 

Reports from Colorndo are even more impressive. A Trinidad man now has 
8,000 sheep against 6,000 four years ago, and their present value is $4.50 yer head 
against a value of $2.50 per head in 1896. Another Trinidad man has mcreased 
his flock from 3,500 to 5,000, and quotes value at 34 per head instead of $1.25 per 
head in 1896. A Trinchera flock owner has 4,200 sheep, or 2, 700 more than he had 
in 1896, with value at 34 per head, or just double the value of 1896. -· 

These are fair samples of the large number of reports received from the locali
ties from which (presumably) the major portion of the reading patronage of the 
Field and Farm of Denver is forthcoming. Do these prosperous farmers, who 
a.re in the aggregate many millions of dollars richer becQ,use of the change from 
free wool to protection, "d-n the tariff?" _. we should think not. It is much 

WOOL IMPORTS. more reasonable to suppose that their profane expletives, if they use any such, 
The history of wool imports into the United States should be conclusive proof will be applied to an editor who, while publishing a paper for farmers, has so µttle 

to every owner of sheep in this country that free trade means the use of forejgn sense as to shower curses upon an economic policy through ~hose operations, 
wool in American factories, while protection means the use of American wool. directly and indirectly, the farmers of the United StateS"'have m the past three 
Study the following figures: I years been able to recoup in great measure the frightful losses-estimated at up-

Wool imported. ward of five billion dollars-which they suffered during four years of Cleveland 
and free trade. "D-n the editor" the farmers might, and with just cause, but 

I 
not the tariff. 

Fiscal year. Pounds. Tariff period. . 

172, 433, 838 McKinley tariff. 
55, 152, 585 Waiting for free wool. 

206, 033, 906 ! 230, 911, 473 Cleveland and free trade. 
350, 852, 026 
132, 795, 20'2 McKinley and protection to farmers. 
76, 736, 209 . . 

1893 ··••·•···•·••••••·•·· 1894 .... . .............. .. 
1895 •.•••••••••••••..••.. 
1896 ................... .. 

1897 ··-·················· 1898 .................... . 
1899 ..•..•.•••.•.••..•••. 

Under the McKinley tariff in 1893 we imported 172,433,838 pounds of foreign wool. 
In 1894, while buyers were waiting for the free-trade Wilson bill to become law, 

we imported only 55,152,585 pounds. 
In the free-trade years, when American sheep were being slaughtered because 

it didn't pay our farmers to sell their wool for a few cents a pound, the foreign 
wool came flooding into our markets by shiploads-more and more of it each year. 

In 1897 we bought, under the free-trade Wilson bill, 350,852,0'26 pounds of foreign 
wool. This was 175,426 tons of it-enough to lead 58 :British merchant vessels, 
each carrying 3,000 tons of wool grown mostly in British colonies. . This is the 
sort of pro-British treaty that the Democrats make. 

Last year, under the protection of the Dingleytariff, we only imported 76,736,209 
pounds of foreign wool-nearly 300,000,000 pounds less than in 1897. 

Last year American wool was used in making American cloth in American 
mills. American sheep were worth 31.35 each more than in 1895, and American 
wool sold at from 10 to 18 cents a pound higher than in 1895, sheep and wool ha v
ing practically doubled in value. 

Here is also published from the AmeTican Economist, that very 
ably and carefully edited and compiled source of information, a sheet 
showing a great deal that.would be useful· to my friend from Ten
nessee if he would carefully study it: 

WOOL-CURSES THAT, LIKE CHJCK.E~S, MAY COYE HOME TO ROOST. 

"D-n the tariff and all its fools!" Such is the message of the Field and Farm, 
an agricultural journal published in Denver, Colo., in response t.o a request by 
The American Protective .Tariff League for information concerning the industry 
of sheep raising. The inquiry sent out by the Tariff League was as follows: 

"DEAR SIR: We are anxious to show by reliable reports the actual effect of the 
Dingley tariff upon the industry of sheep raising. Wool was upon the free list 
under the Wilson free-trade tariff and is now adequately protected by the pro
visions of the Dingley tariff. 

TARIFFS AND WOOL PRICES-WHAT THE FARMERS OF WOOirGROWING STATES 
HA VE AT STAKE IN PROTECTION, 

After an abnormal boom all over the world, wool prices are again declining, 
and, of course, the :Bryan prophets of calamity, who in the East arraign the 
tarHi for keeping up prices, in the West are vehemently assuring the wool growers 
that protection fails to protect them. - · · · · 

But the :Boston Commercial :Bulletin, in a careful editorial article, makes short 
"·ork of this misrepresentation. It shows, first, that though the speculators have 
been disappointed, the fall in wool prices has not been excessive. These a.re the 
figures: 

Port 
Philip, Michigan Terry. 

60'a Ohio XX. x. delaine, 
comb, clean. 
clean. 

Fine 
Ken

tucky, 
one

fourth' 
blood, 
clean. 

-----------:--------------------
Cents. 

JanuaryL ... -......... -..... -. 90 
Marchl7 ...................... 83 

cmts. 
38 
35 

Cents. 
30 
27 

amts. 
75 
67 

Cents. 
50 
50 

This is small fluctuation, and even the Territory wool, which seems to have 
suffered worst, stands now at a better value than the best attained under the 
McKinley tariff, as the Commercial :Bulletin proves: · 

Port Terry. 
Philip, Ohio XX. Michigan staple, 

60'scomb, X. clean. 
clean. 

Fine 
Ken

tucky, 
one

fourth 
blood,_ 
clen.n. 

-----------1---- ---- ------------

January 1, 1892 ............... . 
March 17,1900 _ ...... _ ........ . 

Cents. 
73 
83 

cmts. 
30 
35 

lints. 
26! 
27" 

Cents. 
{i.J. 
67 

Cent.a. 
48 
50 
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That the wool growers may realize how much more fortunate they are now and . 
have been than they were in the old Democratic calamity days, the Commercial 
Bulletin reminds them that" before the present drop-that is to say on January 
1, 1900--wool sold for more than twice as much as it did when Mr. Cleveland had 
given us free trade and Mr. Bryan threatened to add free silver." Here is the 
full measure of the increase in wool prices to January 1, as compared with the 
ruling rates in the Bryan campaign of 1896, as this authority gives it: 

Sept. I, 1886 .. 
Jan.1,1900. -· 

Port 
Philip, Ohio 

60's XX. 
comb, 
clean. 

C2nts. 
42 
90 
48 

114 

(}mis. 
17 
38 
21 

123 

Fine 
Ken

Michi- Ter:r. tucky, 
X :ielaine, one

gan · clean. fourth 
blood, 
clean. 

Cents. 
14 
29 
15 

107 

Qmts. 
so 
75 
45 

150 

Qmts. 
25 
50 
25 

100 

Cents per pound higher 
under the Dingley Act 
than under the Wilson 
Acts; average, 30 4-5 
cents. 

.Per cent higher under the 
Dingley Act than under 
theWilsonA.ct;aV"erage, 
118 4-5 per cent. 

This is powerful argument, surely, why the Western woolgrowers should let 
well enou.,.h alone. Protection and sound money are, of course, not the only 
factors in their recent prosperity, but they are elements of tremendous importance. 
The farmers of the middle West, the Mississippi Valley, and the far West have 
just as much at stake in the maintenance of tariff and gold standard as have the 
Eastern people whom Bryanite demagogues try to persuade them to envy and 
hate.-Boston Journal. 

The following letter transmitting the foregoing is self-explanatory, 
and on the whole answers Mr. RICHARDSON'S point: 

[Justice, Bateman & Co., wool coIIllllission merchants, 122 ..,outh Front street.] 
PHILADELPHLA., April 1.B, 1900. 

DE~R Sm: The inclosed, taken from the American Economist of thlll week, 
will give you some additional facts for use in your speechi which will show that 
the Dingley tariff law has raised prices for American woo above prices current 
at the time of the free-wool Wilson Act. If you make use of the facts furnished 
herein, you may be asked if, during the periods compared'- there was not an 
advance in the markets of the world on wools of the same kina and quality. It 
is true that there was, but the maximum advance in the markets of the world 
was not over 661 per cent between September, 1896, and J anu.ary 1, 19001 as against 
a maximum advance of 150 per cent in wool of the same kind in the Umted States, 
viz, Michigan X. The average advance in the United Stat.es was about list per 
cent, as against an average advance in the markets of the world of but little over 
50 per cent. 

Very truly, yoms, 
THEODORE JUSTICE. 

Hon. c. H. GROSVENOR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

In this connection is reproduced another wool circular of Justice, 
Bateman & Co., with their letter of transmittal. 

DIAGlliM SHOWING THE INFLUENCE OF TA.RIFF lJI'ON PRICES. 

In o:rder that tho e interested in the wool industry may compare prices of wool 
in the United States under e. protective ta.riff with prices when wool was free of 
duty, and also to show both the London value of American wool and the infiu· 
ence of the tariff upon it, we have prepared the accompanying diagram showing 
the course of prices from 1892 to 1899 of Botany Tops in London, and XX Ohio in 
the United Stat.es, as well as what would have been the value of XX Ohio in 
London. The figures in the right-hand column show values to-day. 

Taking No. 60's Botany Tops in the London market as the basis of value for 
merino wool, we find that, owing to the McKinley tariff act, XX Ohio was worth 
21» cents in the United States, and 19t cents at the same time in London. 

In 1895, under free wool, XX Ohio was worth 17?r cents in the United States as 
well as in London, while in 1896, also under free wool, it was actually worth 1 
cent per pound less in the United States than it was in London. 

In 1897, when the Dingley tariff act was passed, although the American mar
ket was weighted down with an enormous wool supply purchased abroad on the 
free-wool basis, XX Ohio~ which was worth 18 cents in London, rose to 23t cents 
in the United States, ana in 1898, when this enormous handicap of free wool 
began to be reduced, XX Ohio, which was worth only 19k cents in London, was 
worth 29 cents in the United States. 

In 1899, owing to the boom having been greater in London than in the United 
States, XX Ohio was worth 25t cents in that market, while it averaged 29t cents 
here; but the London boom having collapsed since then, the value there of XX 
Ohio has fallen o>er 11 per cent to 221 cents to-day t. ~bile its value here is 31 cent.a, 
or 5 per cent above the average of last year. Seeaiagram. 

Bu.t for the Dingley tariff, prices in the United States would have been as low 
or lower than they were in London during these years, just as they had been 
under free wool in 1895 and 1896. 
[Justice, Bateman & Co., wool commission merchants, 122 South Front street.] 

PHILADELPHIA, May 14., 1900. 
Hon. c. H. GROSVENOR, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: I am sending you under separate cover a chart which will show you 

how to answer Repr entative RICHARDSON, of Tenne.ssee. 
You recollect he quoted our circular some time ago· showing that wool had 

advanced more in the markets of the world than in the United States. That was 
because London was having a boom, and in spite of the handicap of a three years' 
free wool supplv we were following after them in the upward trend of prices; 
but owing to thls free-wool handicap we did not advance as rapidly as they did. 

In anticipation of our t.ariff in 1897 the United States relieved the markets of 
the world of the surplus wool, which came in here free of duty. We have had 
this great load t-0 carry so that we hal'dly kept pace with the markets of the 
world in the upward rush of prices. The London boom, however, has collapsed, 
as you will see by the churt. . 

Line A, in comparison with the average price of last year, shows that the London 
market for merino wool has declined about 12 per cent (the actual figures are 
over nt :P,er cent), while XX Ohio, which is the same grade in American wool, 
as you will see by Line B, is 6 per cent higher to-day than the average price of 
last year. 

The position now is just the reverse of that quoted by Mr. Richardson and as 
he quoted us and our circular, thinking he had made a great discovery in favor 
of an argument against protection for wool, it is only fair that you should again 
quote our circular when it is against him and in fayor of protection to wool so 
that we .inclose our circular of May I, which exhibits the changed conditions. 
Any Ohio wool grower can see what his wool would have brought in London in 
any year since 1892 by referring to Line C in the diagram, which shows that if XX 
Ohio wool was sold m London to-day it would bring about 12 per cent less than 
the average price of last year, whereas in the United States under the Dingley 
tariff act it is bringing 5 per cent abo>e the average price of last year. 

Very truly, yours, 
JLSTICE. BATfil!A.X & CO. 

Following are the prices of Ohio fleece wool from Manger & A very 
of Boston, a most reliable house: . ' 

WHAT FREE WOOL MEA...'\ . 

"I am for free wool," said Hon. William J. Brynn in · congre~ when he was a 
member of the Honse of Representatives. Now, let us see what free wool men.ns 
to the American farmer. Let us take a standard grade, like Ohio fleece wool. 
Hereare th~prices at which it sold in the month of January of each rear. from 
1890 to 1900, mclusi•e: 

OHIO FLEECE-WOOL Pl,UCES. 

[From Manger & Aver·, Ilostou.] 

Ycur. 
January. 

Fine. ~cdium. Coarse. 

1890 •.•••••.•.•••••••••• - ••••.•..•••••••••••.•••••••• 
1891. .... ·-·· ................... ·········-· ......... . 
1 92 ...•...••.••...............•..•....•.•........... 
1893 ............................ -................... . 
1894 ..•.............................................. 
1895 ..•.• ·-·········································· 1896 ................................................. . 
1897·-····························-··-··············· 
1898 ..... --················-·························· 
1899 ................................. ·-·············· 
1900 ........... : •.. -.....................•........... 

Cent, . 
37 
37 
35 
33 
24 
:_>() 

211 
21 

• so 
29 
SG 

Coile. 
29 
31 
31 
29 
21 
19 
19 
19 
26 
24 
29 

These figures are very interesting. Note the hlgh prices paid for Ohio wool 
during the Republican .Administration oi President Harrison from 1 90 to 1893. 

Then note the decline of 10 to 12 cents per pound between the 1893 and 1897 
January prices during the free-trade administration of Grover Cleveland. 

Note once more the sharp advance in wool value in 1898 to 1900. It is needless 
to say this was under a protective tariff and a Republican Administration-dur· 
ing McKinley prosperity. 

Western farmers mu see to it that the high price of wool is maintained for 
another four yea.rs by >oting for McKinley and electing only Republican Con· 
gressmen. 

Every farmer should cut this out and paste it up by his fireside for reference in 
the first few days of next November. 

1\Ir. Speaker, as the hour approaches when we shall cease our 
legislative labors and go before the country on the questions that 
have been passed upon thus far in the life of the present Congress, I 
beg the indulgence of the House in offering some remarks upon 
a somewhat trite topic, "American tariffs and American sheep." 
"That subject is worn threadbare," I expect to hear omeone say. 
Is it? I think not. Within the past few hours facts ha1e come to 
my notice which seem to me to freshen up the fabric and make it 
look Jike new; facts which are of such strong import and such direct 
consequence that they should obtain dissemination through every 
possible channel. I am going to talk a little while about the Ameri
can sheep and of the varied and varying fortunes of the man who 
owns him; of the sheep's ups and doWDB; of his "decline and fall 
off;" of his rise and pIOgress, all by reason of and in direct connec
tion with the shifting policies that have controlled his condition and 
standing among the farm animals of our big country. There is no 
better barometer of progress and prosperity, or otherwise, than this 
same American sheep. Tell me how stands your sheep in re pect of 
value and productiveness and I :will tell you how the country tands 
in the same respect. 

Not long ago the Fairfield (Iowa) Register printed a little anec
dote that goes straight to the point of illustrating the great increa ... e 
that has taken place in the productive value and market value of 
sheep. It appears that last fall, in making a sale of a bunch of 
sheep at 3 per head, F. C. Hollister, of Buchanan Township, had 
one ewe rejected. because she did not come up to the standard. He 
cared for her during the winter, and is as well satisfied as if he bad 
been taken when sold. She had twin lambs in January which 
weighed 90 pounds at three months and sold at 6 cents per pow1d, 
or 5.40. The ewe herself weighed 140 pounds, and brought $4.90, 
while she sheared 8 pounds of wool which sold for 23! cents per 
pound, or $1.88. Here is a return from this animal of 12.18. 

Commenting on this episode of the rejected sheep, the Des Moines 
Register said: 

Sheep are about the most profitable and useful animals on the farms, if they are 
well cared for; and they constitute about the best property barometer to indicate 
the condition of the Government and the peopl_e. Many farmers insist that sheep 
pay for themselves in weed killing and enriching the soil, and that all tbe other 
mcome from sheep is clear profit-a profit that will average more than 100 per 
cent annually as long as American labor receirns the protection it should have. 
The income from that scrub sheep would not hn.>e paid for the sheep's feea aur· 
ing any six months of the free-trade and free-silver agitation hard times-from 
1893to1897. Compare the history of that scrub sheep with any of the speeches 
of Col. W. J. Bryan, and you will have proof of the difference between principle 
and theory. 



1900. CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD-HOUSE. 6411 . 

. 
~Met ~~qt ~S~~ ~i~J. ~i~S~i~~ ~~~11i~i 4S<\~ ~ b 
~ 

~~& 
'1Ste. ~ 

~ .. <\00 !ow..J 
, J • ·~ _,1 

5!JJI! I' •• S1f1I,. 
5w " sir 
S~h. \ . !l"JoifR, 

~"' \ 5~ 
521!2 ' se•I?. 
511/ ' 5~ 
511!t .. I S-i1l1. 
5,,. s-1 
So•l2 5'oil~ • 
S'o So 
11-q•li lf'q•lt ~o l}Q \ jyq 

1.ti11t \ u-t11,. :i~-

U.'l • u-t J\\9.m' -W11lt A l""11lt 
.&.Pl . I~ 

J}f,>lt il-t.llt 

tr& lf'(# 

4-5il2 . ~ l.f'S•[t 
1~S irs 
M~2 &J-W1!-L - w~ 
J.f1!- lhl-
i.t-M'l ~·It Jro· 
11-:; u-:.. 

r~ 11-21lo. IH.>.~?. 
11-2, ~ 

If-Iii~ .ff-k I l tr-i42 
ij-.1 A \ t: w..c 
11-6'., \I I 1}0•12. 

iro I U-o 
:?G•\i \ '-O•l1.1. 
~q \ ~ I M 
~~·k ~ /"\ I "~·12 

.'.'I~ " J ':t: Z>i 
:?'1•\i ~, :i,rftli 

~'1 ~'1 . 
~/ell2 '!>l..W. 

~" ~(o . 

~S~2 \ct1(2 

~5 15' 
lr.f'!2 tl~ 

:;11- \'4 

~:,112 ~~·12. 
?;~ ;~ 

:.\2112 ~.,d~-

~i '..>it'. 

::,~~?. M~2 · 
~\ * ~"" 

·-~--?io"-1 ) I JS ?o.01112. 

~o :B / :.\o 
2,q1\2 • Ji eq•\i 

~ .. - •• OL: . 
~~ ·~ M \ ...... M 

tB•}t \ I 2.i•li 

• 

?,& I u ~ 
~142 \ "'1~" 
i1 * 

. I 
~1 

~ir;i .. ' '-lD~t 
2.t \ ~lo 

2,S•l2 \ J • t.S~t 

2,5 \ . I !\ 2,S 

'-~ ' I \ 2,iµ!~ 

f,q. I 21'-

~ £~!t I * 2M2 
2~ I I \ t~ 

22::z \ I • i~4e. 

22 ' ~ ,.2, 
2-!'b. \ I ~'1"1. ~ 2.1 • I I 2,.f 

~o~ \ I '-ol\2. 
.~ 20 \ I 20 

"1G11f~ -Hit ' I - "1Ql\1 

.tq c \. [\ 1 / '1Q 

'14A'I~ \ \ a...I / ,,,.1,. 
,,~ '- v .. r" '\i 
11112 .... .,'l•lt 



6412 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE. JUNE 1, . 

qofonel Bryru;i as~sted wi~ his vote in the pa.ssage of the Wilson 
ta.nff of 1894, with its abommable free-wool clause and we have his 
~wn word for it that he stands to-day where he sto~d six years ago
ID favor of tfie removal of all protective duties from imported wool. 

Farmers ID Oregon have had the same experience with their 
flocks of sheep as has resulted elsewhere through the Democratic 
slaughter of the protective tariff. Sheep were worth almost $6 000 -
900 to Oregon farmers in 1893, having increased in value from

1

$2.i2 
ID 1891 to $2.40 a head in 1893. But then came the policy of 
destruction by the Democratic Administration. Sheep that were 
worth $2.40 each just before the inauguration of President Cleveland 
were only worth $1.16 two years later-a drop of more than 50 per 
cent. · 

_Better time~ came in 1896 when President McKinley was elected, 
mth a Repubhcan Sei;ate and ~ouse of Representatives.. The sheep 
of. Oregon began .to pick up a little. In March, 1896, eight months 
:pr10r to the election of that year, the average value per head had 
IDCTeas~d to $1.44. The price began to go up .directly following the 
restoration to power of the party of protection. In 1898 Oregon 
sheep had advanced to a value of $1.66 each. In the year following 
the figure had gone upward. to $2.49, and had p~sed the mark of 
1893. .A. year later, after thirty-two months of restored protection, 
and after the demands of manufacture had worked down the enor
mous. oversupply <;>f foreign .wools that had been dumped on the 
American market ID the closmg months of the ''open-door'' policy 
of the Cleveland-Wilson tariff, sheep in Oregon had leaped from a 
value of $1.16 in 1895 to an average value of $3.87 in March, 1900 
~ increase of more than 200 per cent, and a gain of about $4, 000, 000 
ID the cash assets of the sheep owners of the State of Oregon. That 
represents a single State of the Union, and this by no means one of 
the leading sheep States, the cash value of protection for American 
wool as against free trade in wool. 
~yen the goat.a of Oregon have felt the inspiring effects of pro

tection and have taken upon themselves an added sense of dignity 
and self-respect. I learn from the Salem Statesman of a recent 
date that there has been a great increase in the number and value 
of Oregon's flock of goat.a, as well as in the value of their fleeces. 
Mohair, you know, enjoys the same measure of protection as the 
finer grades of wool, and needs it quite as much. There is scarcely 
an ~ere of ground in Oregon, from the sage brush plains and the 
fertile valleys to the tops of the highest mountains, that is not suit
able for either sheep or goats. And the same is true of many other 
regions of the United States-regions by nature wholly unfitted for 
any form of agricultural entei·prise save that of grazing sheep and 
goat.a. 

A remarkable illustration of the difference in the value of sheep 
under free trade and protection occurred in connection with an 
assignee's sale of the estate of a farmer in Jefferson County, 0 hio, in 
October, 1894, a few weeks after the passage of the Wilson bill with 
it.a free-wool clause. The animals sold were all fine black-topped 
Merinos. The files of the Ohio State Journal show that 40 ewes 
sold at this sale for 69 cent.s each, 30 lambs for 30 cents each, and a 
registered buck was knocked down for 50 cents. Other lots chosen 

·from the same flock so!d at similar prices, and all were fine Merino 
sheep. 

It is recorded that a farmer in Fulton County, Ohio, recently sold 
125 head of sheev. for $800, being $6. 40 per head. The farmer of 
Fulton County will tell you that under the Wilson law that number 
of sheep would not have produced $125, perhaps less, and that owners 
w~uld have had to look around a long time for a purchaser at any 
price. 

Let us devote a moment's attention to a section of the country 
seldom considered save in connection with its mineral productions, 
and usually left out of the reckoning of agricultural possibilities. I 
refer to the mountainous little State of Nevada, where sheep raising, 
under .fair and favorable conditions, is assuming proportions of 
marked importance in relation to the wealth and prosperity of the 
people. Among the letters received by the American Protective 
Tariff League in response to it.a cards of inquiry i·egarding relative 
sheep values in March, 1896, and in March, 1900, I am permitted to 
quote the following: 

The American Protective Tariff League-Gentlemen: Nevada has seen a. won
derful change for the better since 1896, from almost starvation and insolvency 
to good comfortable homes and fat bank accounts. When the Wilson bill passed 
everything seemed to stop. It crubhed rich and poor alike~ and men with large 
flocks were no better ofi than the poor sheep herder, as woo1 was raised at a lo . 

Wool sold in San Francisco as low as 6t cenU:! per pound. Deduct 2t cents for 
railroad freight und t cent for commission, and that left the sheep man but 3} 
cents per pound for wool on the ranch. His flock would average about 6t pounds 
and this would amount to 22f cents per head. ' 

Now, I sold wool in April, 1900, near Battle Mountain at 15t cents. That, with 
the same average, would make 51.02t per head. That is the difference between 
the Dingley bill and the Wilson bill or free trade. Under the Wil on bill in 
1894, 1895, and 1896 I paid herders S25 and $30 per month. In 1894, 1895, and 1896 
I sold wethers for Sl.25 and $1.50 per head, in 1897 at $3 per head, in 1898 at $3.20, 
and in 1899 at $3.50 per head. 

Farmers bavc done as well with their cattle-from 2centsgrossin 1894, 1895, and 
1896 to 3t cents in 1.897, 1898, and 1899. There are no idle men in the country. 
Money is plentiful at 6 per cent per annum, against 10 and 12 per cent per annum 
in 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

All the Republicans in Nevada are praying for is four more prosperous yenrs 
and th~ only way is to reelect President McKinley November 6, 1900. In him we 
recogmze a true statesman, a man who knows no North no South no East no 
West. We have passed through the silver craze, and I hope and 

1
have strong 

reas~n to believe, that this fall Nevada will be found in McKinley's column on 
election day. · 

W.W. WILLIAMS. 
ALPTh""E, NEV., May f, 1900. 

.A.ft~r listei;Ung to this testimony from a practical sheep raiser and 
a reliable witness, can anyone wonder that the sheep owners of Ne· 
vada have ;pushe~ "16 to 1" into the background, and now regard 
the protective. tariff as the p~amou_nt issue ID the campaign of 1900? 

'.fhe same kind of a story IS told m the experiences of the sheep 
raISers of Idaho. .A.s told lately by the senior Senator of that State 
the story goes that- ' 
~nder the Harrison administration, when wool was protected by the McKinley 

~arifi, Idaho sheep were worth from $2.25 to $2.50 per head. When Cleveland was 
~ugurated they commenced to go down and down until, when the Wilson tariff 
bill was passed, they were worth $1.27 per head. 

When McKinley was inaugurated in ~897 they at once advanced 45 cents. In 
1899. they had advanced to $2.88, and this year, according to the estimates of the 
Agricultural Department, th~ average value <?f every ~eep in Idaho on Januaryl 
last was $2.80, as compared with ~.27 at the time McKinley was inaugmated. 

In order that .YOU may apprecmte the f?rce of this argument, there are over 
21600,000 s~eep m the State that have gamed more than ~per cent in value 
smce McKinley wa.s elect~d, because of Republican tariff legislation. can you 
blame tl~e sheep farmers, who mostly voted the Democratic ticket in 1896 because 
they believed that the free coinage of silver would restore the value of their 
sheep, for wanting t.o keep the Republican party in power? Are they going to 
ta.ke any chances? Take the price of wool, for example which sold at 13 cents a 
pound under the McKinley tariff law during the Harrison Administration 

WhiJ.e Clevela~d ~~ Presi~ent it dropped to 6 cents a pound, and now; under 
the Dmgley tanfi, it lS selling for from 18 to 25 cents a pound. Cattle have 
advanced an !1verage of $10 a head since McKinley was elected and horses are 
worth from S5 to 510 per head more than a year ago. Our peopie are not fools 
They know what is good for them, and with these facts bulgina out of everr 
man's pocket do you suppose he is going to vote for the restoration of Democratic 
supremacy and free trade again? 

Commenting upon these statements the American Economist of 
June 1 says: 

What Se~tor SHOUP of Idaho says is true of every one of the so-called silver 
Sta~es. Mmers and farmers alike have seen a great light since 1896. They were 
easily swayed then b~ Mr. Bryan's d~magogic appeals, but it will not be so this 
year. Then they trailed along behind a theory; now they have facts to guide · 
them. 

Truly, it should be so in each and all of the sheep-raising States 
whic~ in 1896 _were cajoled. into sup:port of the "16 to 1 " candi· 
date_m the belief that thereID lay their hope for better times. Bet
ter times have come to the people of these localities as they have 
come to the people of every State of the Union, but not by reason 
of Bryan and free coinage. What wrought better times to the 
sheep raisers of all the States I shall endeavor to show by facts and 
fig~es above and beyond dispute. For these facts and figures 
w ~i.ch <;l.emonstrate the va~t change of conditions in the sheep~ 
ralSIIlg IDdustry of the Umted States, I am indebted to the very 
tho~ough a~d reliable census work instituted by the American Pro· 
tective Tariff League, an organization which has gained a just 
ren?wn. for the eneFgy, thoroughness, a;i.~ accuracy of the methods 
which it employs ID all matters pertalillilg to economic facts and 
statistics. 

.A.n interesting story touching the difference in wool values under 
free trade and protective periods is told concerning a gentleman 
who at the present time entertains confident expectations of being 
on~e more at the head of his party after the Kansas City convention. 
It IS. related that when this gentleman was spee~g across New 
Mexico on the Santa Fe road, a great crowd greeted him at a little 
town along the line. The celebrated orator from Nebraska stepped 
out on the platform, and after bowing his profuse thanks to the 
enthusiastic audience, delivered one of those eloquent speeches so 
justly renowned. The people yelled until they were hoarse and· 
wh.en they had subsided, the mayor of th~ town climbed up to the 
tram platform and presented the speaker with a ma~cent Navajo 
blanket. Th~ ?rator was greatly pleased with the gift and gave the 
crowd an additional treat of a few more words as the train pulled 
out. 

A little later the great man exhibited his blanket before the eyes 
of his .a~ring_ friends and ~ few newsp~per me~ who were making 
the trip with him. As he did so he noticed a slip of paper pinned 
to the blanket which contained, as he suppo ed, an allusion to the 
"Terrible crime of 1873." On the contrary, as the gifted orator 
read aloud the contents of the little note, this is what met his eye: 

MY DEAR MR. BRYAN: Under the Republican administration the wool in this 
blanket sold for 22 cents per pound. Under the Democratic ad.ministration it 
sold for 6 cents per pound. Please tell this to rour constituents. 

.A.n impressive silence-followed the reading of this note, and it is 
narrated that when the great man next opened his lips it was to 
speak of the weather and the scenery. 

Let us hope that this famous Navajo blanket will remain in the 
possession of Nebraska's spellbinder; that it may bring him comfort 
in the dreary days following next November's election and shield 
him well in the cold, sad period which is in store for him. Let us 
hope, moreover, that the blanket may serve as a la ting object 
lesson that shall teach him the folly of his course in 1894, when he 
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gave his most cordial support to the free-wool enormity of the 
Wilson tariff, and more recently, no longer ago than last January, 
when in a public speech he declared that his views on the subject 
of free wool had undergone no change. 

Beginning in 1888 and continuing practically to the present time, 
the free trade and mugwump press have taken the position that 
woolen manufacturers were in favor of free wool. Whenever some 
individual manufacturer expressed himself in favor of free wool, the 
Democratic and free-trade press would cry out that all manufacturers 
were in favor of free wool. I contend that the representative woolen 
manufacturers of the country have never advocated the destruction 
of the woolgrowing industry. Even during the consideration of the 
Wilson bill, the most prominent manufacturers in this country 
mged that adequate protection should be granted to the woolgrower 
and to the manufacturer. In support of this contention, I beg to 
quote from a letter under date of May 29, 1900, from Hon. William L. 
Strong, ex-mayor of the citr of New York, president of the Ameri
can Protective Tariff League, and one of the most representative 
woolen manufacturers in this country. He says: 

I thank you for your inquiry regarding the position of woolen manufacturers 
as to the tariff upon wool and woolens. Having been identified with the manu
facture of woolens for more than forty years~!!-nd being personally acquainted with 
the representative woolen manufacturers au through the country, I know of their 
position. Woolen manufacturers, as a rule, have never advocated free trade in 
wool, but they have believed in adequate protection to both the wool grower and 
manufacturer. It is true that during and previous to the campaiti:n of 1892 there 
were a few manufacturers-not broad protectionists-who were willing to see the 
woolgrower sacrificed and the woolen manufacturer prosperous, but I am glad to 
say there were only a few such manufaoturers; They obtained their wish in the 
Wilson tariff, and no industry-I speak now of the manufacturers of woolens
sufiered so seriolJ.S}y during the ha.rd times of 1893 to 1896 as this very class. I do 
not know of any organization or body of woolen manufacturers which has ever 
declared itself in favor of free wool, and t-0-day I do not know of an individual 
manufacturer in this country who 'would advocate this theory. The manufactur
ers of woolens are in favor of adequate protection to the woolgrower and the 
woolen manufacturer, recognizing that in this great country there is no reason 
why we should not grow all the wool that our people will consume and produce 
all the mutton that our markeU! may demand, providing adequate protection is 
continued to the woolgrower. 

Inquiry cards were sent out by the American Protective Tariff 
League early this year to sheep raisers throughout the United States, 
asking for information on the following point.a: 

Number of sheep owned in March, 1896 (Wilson law, free-wool 
period). · 

Number of sheep owned in March, 1900 (Dingley law, protected
wool period). 

Average value per head in March, 1896 (Wilson law, free-wool 
period.) · 

Average value per head in March, 1900 (Dingley law, protected-
wool period). · -

Up-to June 4 a total of 964 replies had been received from sheep 
raisers in thirty-nine States. Their reports present some startling 
contrasts between conditions prevailing after two years a.nd eight 
months of restored protection on domestic wool and the conditions 
which prevailed three years and four months after the election of a 
free-trade President of the United States. If anything were now 
needed to condemn to everlasting obloquy the destructive regime 
installed by the electoral vote of 1892, these sheep census figures 
furnish the materials for such condemnation. History records few 
meaner atrocities tha.n that which was perpetrated upon the sheep 
and wool industi·y of the American farmer when the free-trade 
satraps decreed the free-wool clause of the tariff law of 1894. 

I have already given some instances of the fearful blight which 
fell upon American sheep and wool in consequence of the change 
from the wise protection granted by the McKinley tariff to the free 
trade of the Wilson tariff. How ruthlessly the sheep and wool 
industry was · slaughtered as a result of "The crime of 1894 " is 
already a matter of history. My task now is to show the obverse 
side of the picture, to show how splendidly that deserving industry, 
involving as it does the welfare of so many thousands of American 
farmers, has been regenerated and restored through the enactment 
of the protective tariff of 1897. 

Suppose we begin with a section of the country where for a time 
the belief was strong that if you would see prosperity you must look 
through silver spectacles. Take Montana, for example, which in 
April, 1899, had 3,218,802 sheep. Seventy-two reports from Mon
tana show that in March, 1896, the persons reporting owned 304,374 
sheep, with an average market value of $2.12 per head; whereas in 
March, 1900, these same persons had increased their flocks to 525, 434, 
and the average value per head had grown to $4.15, or only 9 cent.a 
less than double the value in 1896. For 1900 Montana will show 
flocks numbering fully 5,000,000, and protection will be worth to 
the sheep raisers more than $10,000,000 as compared with free trade, 
to say nothing of an increase of more than $2,000,000 in. the value 
of each year's wool clip. Silver spectades did not enable the farm
ers of Montana to see this immense gain in their wealth. 

Fifteen Utah farmers state that in 1896 their flocks numbered 
58,070, valued at $1.81 per head, and that four years later this num
ber had increased to 72,600, and the value per head was now $3.89. 
With a present total of more than 3,000,000 it ought not to be vel'Jl 

difficult to convince Utah sheep raisers that the country made a 
good choice when it rejected free silver and free wool for protection 
and a 100-cent dollar. 

In Colorado, according to the reports from 33 owners, the flocks 
have increased from 154,039 in 1896 to 185,524 in March, 1900, and 
the average value per head has been increased from $2.03 to $3.94. 
It would take the combined profit.a of a good many silver mines 
under a "16 to 1" ratio to equal the gain which Colorado has 
realized on her sheep and her wool. 

Idaho's showing is still more impressive. Forty of her sheep 
farmers report 156,358 head in March, 1896, and 275,161 in March, 
1900; and they state that the value per head has advanced from 
$1.76 to $4.10. This year will see more than 3,000,000 sheep and a 
clip of about 20,000,000 pounds of wool in Idaho. Can Mr. Bryan 
and his free-wool propaganda offer Idaho anything equal to what 
protection has done for sheep and their fleeces? 

Now let us turn our steps toward the banner State of bourbonism 
and free trade, a State which a year ago had 2,383,650 sheep and 
sheared about 15,500,000 pounds of wool, but which will this year 
show over 3,000,000 sheep and over 18,000,000 pounds of wool. 
From Texas we have 60 reports, and they tell us that in March, 
1896, under the .Administration to which Texas gave such a tremen
dous majority, these owners had 100,953 sheep, worth to them $1.45 
each; and that in March, 1900, under an .Administration whose suc
cess at the polls Texas did so much to prevent, these same 60 owners 
bad 124, 125 sheep, and their average market value was $2. 75 per head. 
Would you think that Texas farmers would next November sit up 
all night and stand in line waiting for a chance to put in a ballot for 
Bryan and free wool? There are sheep owners enougl!. in Texas, 
not to turn the scale from Democracy to Republicanism, for that is 
too much to hope for just now, but enough to at least cut down the 
big majority of 1896, and show that Texas has some appreciation of 
what has been done for her by McKinley protection and prosperity. 

How was it in Nebraska, the home of him who is at once the hope 
and despair of his party? From that State 28 reports have thus far 
been received. They show that under the provisions of the law of 
1894, which the Boy Orator of the Platte helped to pass, the parties 
reporting owned 23,568 sheep, worth $1.69 per head, while in March, 
1900, these same parties owned 75, 730 sheep, marketable in cash at 
an average of $4. 77 per head. Nebraska, remembering who it was 
that said, "I was for free wool in 1894, when I voted for the Wilson 
free-wool tariff, and I am for free wool now, in 1900"-remember
ing this, I say, will the sheep raisers of Nebraska· feel like paying 
the fearful price involved in furthering the Presidential ambitions 
of their favorite son? 

And so the figures go throughout this splendid sheep census of the 
American Protective Tariff League, from which I am quoting. They 
tell of an increase in Ohio of 50 per cent in the numbers and of 
more than 200 per cent in the values of sheep since free wool went 
out and protection came in. North Dakota shows very much the 
same state of things; so do Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Washington, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. There is not a State in the 
Union which has not shared in this wonderful blessing vouchsafed 
through protection to it.a wool and sheep industry. Read the figures 
for yourselves. Read them carefully, for they will interest and 
inform you concerning a matter of high importance to one industry 
in particular and to the w bole people as well. 

A glance at the recapitulation of the sheep census, and I ha"Ve 
done. The 964 reports received show the following facts: 
Reports received ---------~-- .......... ___ ....... ~ - ........... ------ ----- 964 
Sheep owned in March, 1896 (Wilson law, free-wool period) ·----------- l,458, 804 
Sheep owned in March, 1900 (Dingley law, protection period) ........•. 2, 501, 215 

~~~:i~i~ ·ille:i:~se:: :~:::::::::: :: : : : :: : : : :: : : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : ::: :: 1
• 
04~~ 

Average value per bead March, 1896 (Wilson law, free-wool period) .... $1. 76 
Average value per bead March, 1900 (Dingley law, protection period) .. ~'3 . 90 
Increase of value per head for 1900 ................... --- . . . . .. .. ... . ..•. 82.14 
Percentage of gain in value per bead for 1900 .. ------ .. --- ---- .. . .. ... .. 121. 59 

At this rate of i~crease in flocks-and the rate will go hi&hcr here
after, for it must be remembered that the lambs of 1897 natl only 
just begun to reproduce in 1900-nevertheless, allowing for no greater 
increase than that herein shown, how long will it be before American 
sheep will yield every pound of wool required by American woolen 
manufacturers to supply American consumers? Not more than ten 
years, according to the most conservative estimate, will elapse before 
America ceases to offer a market for a single pound of foreign wool. 
Ten years of protection for domestic wool will bring about this 
result. 

It is only fair to say that the extraordinary increase of prosperity 
which has come to pass since the country repudiated free trade and 
cheap dollars has in some measure acted as a bar to the more i-apid 
increase of American flocks of sheep. Having more money to spend, 
our people have eaten sheep at an unprecedented rate in the past 
two years. For this reason the consumption of lambs has increased 
enormously. Lamb is a ga.._tj;ronomic luxury, and so great has been 
the demand and so high the price in the early months of this yea1· 
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that sheep raisers have yielded to the temptation and sent to market throughout the country began to decrease, and from 1893 to 1896 
vast numbers of lambs which should have been kept at home for decreased by about 9,000,000. 
breeding purposes. Only a few days ago I was told of a sheep owner The Dingley tariff reimposed the scientific schedules•of the McKiri.
in one of the West.ern States who sold to a Chicago packing company ley tariff, and with the promise of protection through the election 
40,000 lambs of this year's produce. "Why did you do it?" he was of Wi,lliam .McKinley and a Republican Congress the sheep-raising 
asked; "l10w could you afford to so curtail your increase?" "Be- industry immediately began to prosper. From 1896 to and indud
cau...ae the offer of $7 per head in spot cash was too tempting to ing 1900 the number of sheep increased by 1,042,411. 
resist," was the reply. I The effect of protection and free trade in regard to the number of 

Four years ago, with tariff reform in the saddle, mutton sheep sold sheep owned throughout the country is not more impressh·e than 
in Omaha and .Kansas City at $2 to $3.50 p.er head, and lambs sold the effect as to value. Under the Morrill tariff the lowest price per 
at $3.50 to $4.30 per head. In March of this year, with McKinley I head was $2.09 and the highest $2.55. Under the tariff of 1883 the 
and protection, sheep for mutton sold in Omaha and Kansas City at lowest price per head was $1.91 and the highest price was $2.27. 
$3.50 to $6.25 and lambs at $5 to $7.10 per head. Under the McKinley tariff the lowest price was $2.49 and the highest 

The detailed :figures of the sheep census of the American Protective price $2.66. Under free trade the lowest price was $1.58 and the 
Tariff League, en.di.pg with June 4, 1900, are as follows: highest price $1.92. Under the Dingley tariff the lowest price was 

Average value Number of sheep 
owned in-Number per head-

State or Territory. of 1--~~~~~~-1-~~~~-

reports. March, I March, 
1896. 1900. 

March, 

I 
March, 

1896. 1900. 

54,500 70,500 
3,089 4,130 

Arizona.-··········-····-·-···· 9 
A.rkansas. ··-······· ···-··-··-· 10 

$1.65 $3.44 
1.12 2.02 

43,570 69, 707 
lM,039 185,52! 
156,~ 275,161 

1,563 

California .•... _ . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . 30 
Colorado ···-········-····· •••. 33 
Idaho···-······-···---······-· 40 
Illinois···-··-·········--······ 9 

1.50 3.32 
2.03 3. 94 
1. 76 4.10 
1. 90 5. 11 

1,123 3,624 
8,340 14,973 
2,261 5,845 
7,975 11,009 
2,179 4,168 

10 10 

Indiana .........•......• _. . . . . 36 
Indian Territory •••••••••••• _. 5 
Iowa.····-····-···········-·-·· 7 
Kansas.··········-····--··-·-· 18 

f;~~ ::::::::::::::::::::: 1~ 

·1.81 4. 74 
1.20 2.15 
L 72 5.07 
1.94 4.08 
1.32 3.06 
2.00 2. 75 

303 608 
471 568 
70 652 

1,568 2,160 
5,099 8, 717 

~ag;:~. :::::: :::: ::: :: : ::: : : ~ 

=;~::::::::::::::::::::: J 
2.14 5.08 
1.57 5.29 
1.86 4.85 
1.98 2.48 
1.55 3.69 

304,374 525 434 
23,568 75:730 
90,584 156, 724 
92,970 160, 2'28 
1,105 1,656 

620 610 

Montana···--········-·····-·· 72 
N ebia.ska . • • • • • • • • • . • . • • • • • • • • . 28 
Ne-vada .. ·-··-··-·············· 7 
New Me.xico.. ••• •. • . . . • • . ••• • . 30 
New York·········-······,.... 3 
North Carolina ........•.•.. -.. 26 

2.12 4.15 
1.69 4. 77 
1.89 3.50 
1.24 3.20 
2.11 5.67 
1.48 2.07 

19,272 31.,326 
6,80! 9,657 
3,945 8,050 

113,980 170, 219 
55 , 80 

165 231 

North Dakot-a. • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • . 19 
Ohio··················-······· 26 
Oklahoma.._................... 7 
Oregon .••. ······-············· 91 
Penn.sy lvania ••• __ •••••••.• _ . . 2 
Sout-h Carolina •...... -. • . . . • • . 2 

1. 91 4.44 
1. 68 4.89 
1.26 3.07 
1.59 3. 87 
2.25 5.50 
1.60 2.47 

13, 986 47,044 
108,108 405 
100,953 124,125 
58,070 72,600 

460 420 
45 135 

56, 708,, 98,To3 
4,399 8,349 

210 408 

South Dakota. ••• - • . • • • • • • • • • • • • 28 
Tennessee •••..•••••. ·--······· 2 
Texag ·····-······-··········-· 60 Utah.......................... 15 

~fr~~~:::::::::::::::::::::: ~ 
Washington···········-······- 23 

;~~o~::::::::::::::::: 1 

2.04 5.00 
1.66 2.80 
1.45 2.75 
1.81 3.89 
2.50 4.50 
1.82 2.38 
2.15 4.38 
1.59 3. 71 
1.66 3.50 

Wyoming •• ·-···············-·· 36 125,103 350,112 2.04 4.62 
1~~~-1-~~-t-~~~-!-~~-l-~-

Total •••••••••.••••••••.. 964 1,458,804 2,501,215 
1,458,804 

68.59 

Gain for March, 1900 • • • . . .• -• • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • . 1, 042, 411 
Percentage of gain • - ..... - .•.•••....•...• - . • • . 71. 44 
Average for March,1900. ·······-·· . ········-·· ··-··-····-· ··-····· 
Average for Mo.rch, 1896 • • _.. • • • • • • _. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . . . . •••••.. 

150.28 

3.90 
1. 76 

Gain for March, 1900 ••••..••••••••••••••••••• - . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • . • . . 2. 14 
Percentage of gain • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • ••••••• -• • . • ••••••• - • • • . • . . . • • . 121. 59 

CAUSE .A...""ID EFFECT, 

Mr. Speaker, perhaps no industry ha.s been more discussed in 
connection with the consideration of the tariff than that of wool 
growing and sheep raising. It is unquestionably true that no indus
try better illustrates the benefits of protection and the injurious 
effects of free trade. The farmers throughout the country know 
whether they can better their condition by raising sheep either for 
mutton or wool. The official reports of the United States Govern
ment upon the subject of sheep raising and sheep values, which I 
will present, teach a wonderful lesson. 

Ftom 1878 to 1882, inclusive, the Morrill tariff (protection) was 
in force, and the number of sheep throughout the country increased 
by over 11,000,000 during this period. 

The tariff of 1883 was in force from 1883 to 1889, inclusive. The 
duties imposed by this tariff upon raw wool amounted to no more 
than a revenue tariff on yarns and some other goo& produced from 
wool; consequently the result of this tariff as a whole was not pro
tective. Under its operation the number of sheep throughout the 
United States decreased by about 6,000,000. 

The McKinley tariff, passed in 1890, was a scientmc tariff as 
applied to wool growing, with the result that the number of sheep 
tEi·oughout the country increased by nearly 4,000,000 before the free
trade election of 1892. 

The Wilson tariff, with free trade in wool, practically went into 
effect when Mr. Cleveland was elected, and immediatelv the flocks 

$2. 75 per head, and now the value has advanced to $3.90 per head, 
the highest average price in the history of the nation. 

Report of the lJnited States Government on sheep raisi11g from 1878 to 1898, inclusive, 
and report for 1900, based upon th.e sheep-raising census of the American Protective 
Tariff League. 

Year. 
Number of Ave~age 

h price Total 
value. 8 eep. per head. 

The Morrill tariff: 
1878 ..... - ..•..•••.••....•••••••••••••••••••. 
1879 .....•••...•••••••• ···-··· ·•••••••••·•·•· 
1880 •••••••••••• - •••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
1881 ••••• ·-······--·····-···················· 
1882-························-··············· The tari1I of 1883: 

38,123,800 
4.0, 765, 900 
43,576,899 
45,016,224 
49,237,291 

1883 .••••.••..••••.• ·-·····-···············-· 50,626,626 
1884 ••••..••••• ·-············-····-·········· 50,360,243 

irn~rnrnu+++~rnrnrnrn imjm 
The McKinley tarifi: · 

1S90.. ••••••• •• • ••• • ••• •• • • •• •• •••••• •• •••••• 43, 431, 136 
1891 ....•.•... ·-····················-······-· 44, 938,365 
1892 ..• ·-······-····························· 47,273,553 

The Wilson tariff, free trade in wool: 
1893 .... ···•······••·· ····-··········-·· ..... 45,048,017 
189! ..•..•....•••.••. - •••••••••••.•• - •• - - .• - • 42, 294, 064 
1895 .. ····- .•..•.•.•• ······-· .•••••.••..• ·--· 38, 298, 783 
1 96 .......•.....•......•••••••••••••• ·-···-· 36,818,643 

The Dingley tariff: 

az. 09 S79, 023, 984 
2. 21 90, 230, 537 
2. 39 104, 070, 759 
2. 37 106, 594, 954 
2. 62 124, 365, 835 

1.37 
2.14 
L91 
2.01 
2.05 
2.13 
2.27 

119, 902, 706 
107' 960, 650 
92,443,867 
89,872,839 
89, 279, 926 
90,640,369 

100, 659, 761 

2.4.9 108,397,447 
2. 58 116, 121, 290 
2. 66 125, 909, 264 

1.98 
1.58 
1.70 
1.82 

89,186,110 
66,685, 767 
65,167, 735 
G7,020,942 

1897 .... ·-································-·· 37,656,960 2.46 92,721,133 
1 98 ...••••....•..•.••••.•••. : .•••••• ·-······ 39,114,453 2. 75 107,697,530 
1899a •••.•..•. ············-···-············· ·-·········· •••••.•••••••.••••••.• 
1900 ..••......•.•.•••••.•.•••• ·-············· 63,121,881 3.90 246,175,335 

a United States Government report for 1899 not yet published. 

In 1896 we had arrived at the lowest stage of the wool-growing 
industry since the rebellion, and possessed 36,818,643 sheep, which, 
under the fostering care of protection, were increased to 63,121,881. 

The value of our shee,J? m 1896 was $67,020,942, and under the 
fostering· care of protection has reached the enormous value of 
$24U,175,335. In the history of industrial and economic conditions 
of the world no more wonderful result can be shown. 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, the candidate already nominated by the 
Populists, and soon to be nominated by the Democrats, voted in 1894 
for the Wilson tariff law with its free-wool clause, and to-day 
stands where he stood then, in favor of free wool. Is not this reason 
enough for bringing to notice at this time the factB and :figures relat
ing to "American tariffs and American sheep?" If ever time was 
when these eloquent statistics should be made known to the people 
of the United States, this is the time. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, l'tlr. Bryan.inherited from Mr. Cleve
land a deadly hostility to the tariff on wool. He seelllS to have 
cherished the idea that the woolgrowers of the country are his 
enemies, and I guess by this time he has reached about the right 
conclusion. Wherever he has gone he has assailed the wool indus
try. He voted for the Wilson bill; he did what he could to dispar
age and dishonor the production of wool in the United States; he 
aided to bring about free wool and broke up the industry, and with 
the consummation of his efforts came ruin and disaster. The esti
mate put upon the value of sheep in the country that we find in the 
books is erroneous. These same Ohio sheep producing the fine Ohio 
XX wool could not have been sold under the hammer in 1895 and 
1896 for 75 cents a head, and to-day they are worth $3 and $4 a head. 

So I protest that, if for no other reason than the results that have 
come from Republican legislation upon the wool question, the party 
is entitled to the indorsement of the American people. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LENTZ] 
for ten minutes, [Applause.] 

[Mr. LENTZ addressed the House. See Appendix.] 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CLAYTON] five minutes. 
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Mr. CLAYTON of New York. Mr. Speaker, jndging from the 

remarks that have been made here to-day, the desire to enact 
legislation to remedy the evils of the trusts mnst be very general; 
but during my short experience here in the House I have learned 
that sometimes when there is the most earnestness in discussion 
there is the least intention of taking any action on the subject. 
That there are now existing evils due to the large combinations 
of capital which have been formed in the country in recent years 
seems to be generally admitted. 

Now, these evils, it seems to me, are chiefly of two kinds. The 
first, and perhaps the greatest evil, is that of stifling competition. 
When all or a great part of the capital that is engaged in any 
particular business comes under the control of one man or one set 
of men, it is used to regulate prices so as to crowd out the small 
dealers and make it impossible for any independent man to carry 
on such a business. The old idea about "competition being the 
life of trade" becomesstifle<L and the people are soon at the mercy 
of the combination that controlB prices. 

The second evil to which I desire to call attention is one which 
I have not heard much about, but which, I think, is almost as 
serious as the first. This is the secret manipulation of stocks 
which is carried on under our present Jaws, and which allows a 
corporation to warer their stocks and to raise and lower the· price 
at the expense of the small investors. 

Mr. Speaker, recognizing that these evils do exist as a result of 
these combinations, it is necessary then for us, the legislators of 
the country, to enact some measure which will mitigate those 
evils, and I believe, sir, that the proper way to do that is for the 
National Congress to pass acts which will regulate all business 
transactions that pertain to the country as a whole, or trade be
tween the States, or between this country and some other, and to 
leave to the States those matters which are entirely local. 

But even believing, as I do, in preserving our right of local self
government in matters which do not affect other parts of the 
country, 1 might come to the belief that it was a good thing to 
vote for this amendment if it were proposed here as a practical 
and a possible measure. But I do not believe, sir, that we should 
vote herein favor of a constitutional amendment when we know not 
only that there is no possibility of that amendment being ma.de a 
part of the Constitution, or even passin~ both Houses of Congress 
at tbe present session, but also that it 1S not even proposed here 
seriously and in good faith. 

It is merely introduced here for political effect, and without 
any prospect or desire for its enactment. I say this freely, Mr. 
Speaker, because I have found occasion during my short service 
in the Honse to vote for several measures proposed by the Repub
lican party, and I stand ready now tovote for any measure, wher
ever it may come from, if I believe it is demanded by the best 
interests of the whole country, and is proposed in good faith, and 
is a practical measure. 

But I would not advocate or a$lst in passing any law that 
would injure legitimate business or prevent combinations, whether 
of men or of capital, for honest and proper purposes. We must 
protect capital when used to develop our resources, to establish 
and carry on our manufacturing establishments, our railroads, 
our various industrial enterprises, and our commercial business. 
It is only necessary that laws should be passed to prevent the 
abuse of the power that comes from the combinations of large 
interests and to remedy those evils that now exist. 

That much can be accomplished by the proper amendment of 
the interstate-commerce law is admitted. That this proposed 
amendment is offered here as a convenient way of shelving the 
whole question is well known. I am therefore in favor of voting 
down this proposition to amend the Constitution and proceed
ing at once to:enact su~h amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law as will make that law effective. [Applause.] 

I call attention to the following practical suggestions of Hon. 
Bird S. Coler, the very able and successful comptroller of New 
York City, the head of a finance department second only to the 
United States Treasury Department: 

MR. COLER ON TRUSTS. 
Whatever the State creates it should either supervise or control. • Govern

ment was created for the protection of all and .not that the representatives 
of the people should barter a.way the public rights and utilitiesm perpetuity. 
Every corporation should have a definite period of existence and the right of 
renewal should rest with the State and not with those in interest. Business 
that requires secrecy of management and manipulation of securities is not en
titled to the protection of the State and should be refused corporate powers. 

No corporation should be allowed to issue securities except for actual 
value, and these should not be placed upon the public market until the end 
at least of one actual business year, and then only after public reports by cer
tified accountants under employment of the State and oearing its seal. This 
to check stock jobbing and to foster legitimate business and investment. and 
also to provide definite information upon which to base assessment and· tax
ation. 

The commercialism in politics and the corruption of legislatures by these 
concerns that threaten the existence of free government will receive a most 
serious blow through this system. The disbursement of stock and money 
for so-called legal expenses can be readily shown. Publicity of disburse
ments for such purposes is the surest reI11edy. 

Places of busmess and location of factories should be named at time of in
corporation, and no removal of same should be allowed without consent of 

the State. This to prevent the destruction of communities, and for the pro
tection of employees who have invested their savings in homes contingent 
to factories, a.nd in many cases upon the recommendation of employers. 

Popular clamor and political agitation against a recognized evil that stops 
short of effective and intelligent action is as senseless as it is useless. Tho 
adoption of a sound political platform does not make good government, and 
general denunciation, no matter how well founded, will never destroy a trust 
or reform a public abuse. 

The existence of a corporation is t>rima facie evidence of the grant of spe
cial powers and privileges that are not enjoyed by the people as individuals. 
Companies are formed and charters obtained in order that a combination 
may do something that can not be done by one citizen working alone. 

The same power that creates that privilege by the grant of a charter to a 
number of persons to do business with advantage over the individual is in 
duty bound to protect the rights of those who have not received similar 
favor~. that all may enjoy the equal rights guaranteed by the Constitution 
of the nation and the organic laws of the States. 

INSPECTION OF CORPORATION ACCOUNTS ADYOC.ATED. 

ll'rom its beginning the accounts of every corporation obtaining a charter 
privilege from a St.ate government should be open at all ti.mes to examina
tion and regulation by properly appointed public officers. One of the most 
intelligent and plausible defenders of trusts recently said that such concerns 
were of great advantage to the people because they divided up their capital 
into small shares in which the poor could invest their savings. 

Assuming that such might be the fact, the argument advanced at once be
comes an imperative reason why such corporations .should be subject to 
Government inspeetion and regulation. If they receive charters conferr~~ 
exceptional privileges, such grants become a part of their assets or capitru. 
and give them a financial and commercial standing in the business world, 
amounting to an advantage over ea.ch and every individual competitor. In 
addition, the charter conveys to them a semipublic or government indorse
ment, that may materially affect the market value of their stock or bonds. 

They have obtained a privilege that enables them to bid for the surplus 
capital of the public by the ofter of interest-bearing securities. The Govern
ment, having made it possible for a few citizens to obt.a.in the capital of the 
many for investment, should exert all its power to protect that capital and 
confine the use of it to legitimate business and the employment of labor. 

lt may be urged that such a system would extend the fnnctions of State 
government to the regulation of private business. If that be so, no business 
that requires secret maniJ?nlation should receive the privileges of a charter 
from the people. The Umted States Government charters national banks, 
rcserring the right to inspect the methods and examine into ihe condition of 
such institutions at any time. 

This system has never been classed as usurpation of extraordinary func
tions of government, nor has it retarded the pl'.Qper and safe development of 
the banking business. The State of New York has for many years exercised, 
without question, the right to license and examine the business of life, fire, 
and marine insurance. Depositors rely upon the State wholly for protection 
of savings banks. 

E>ery chartered corporation that offers its securities to the people as an 
investm~nt becomes a semipublic institution, and should be inspected and 
regulated by the same power that created it. Such control would not in any 
way o~press or retru:d legitimate business. Chartered companies should be 
compelled to confine their investments and development to the legal and 
proper conduct of the business for which they were created and for the prose
cution of which they have received from the govel'Dment special priVileges 
and powers. 

Under existing conditions there is no safety and little protection for out
side investors who buv the securities of great co:rporations. They must trust 
largely- to the reputation o! a company or that of its officers, and recentevent.s 
in Wall street show how confidence is often misplaced and abused. 

PRESfil>"T L.A. WS PUT A PREMIUM ON STOCKJOBBING. 

Our present system of laws puts a premium. upon stockjobbing. Recent 
developments in trust stocks put emphatic emphasis· on this danger, so long 
pointed out by political eeonomists. We have had many instances of late 
where officials of trusts, holding only a. small interest, have run the business 
of their concerns in the interest of stock speculation instead of legitimate 
development. Mills have been shut down and men thrown out of work sim
ply to affect prices on the exchange. 

The encroachments of these great combinations on constitutional rights, 
their disregard of the plainest dictates of commercial honor, and their ruth~ 
less violation of the vested rights of labor in their grasping for monopolistic 
advantage make it imperative that measures shall be inaugurated to correct 
the evil. 

Corporations seeking legitimate business ends by honest methods and ob
servin~ the time-honored principles that insure success in private enter
prises mvariably possess public confidence and a.re entitled to the protection 
of the State from which they derive their corporate power. Corporations of 
this class will gladly welcome legislation that will further safeguard and pro
tect them in the enjoyment of their rights. They do not shun publicity; they 
court it. 

On the other hand, these irresponsible cliques of individuals, for selfish 
ends and by doubtful methods, have secretly grasped chartered rights, and, 
by juggling manipulation of stocks and bonds in their merciless pursuit of 
gain brought commercial ruin to thousands. The aggregation of their com
bined interests threaten the existence of free government. They dread more 
than anything the light of day, knowing publicity would be their downfall. 
They pursue their designs secretly. The vast fortnnes thus acquired are 
largely-in fact, almost entirely-due totheir corrupt control of legislatures. 
The sworn representatives of the people themselves, in State and municipal 
bodies, have venally yielded to them, one by one, the people's rights. 

The power thus obtained has been used solely to augment the fortunes of 
a few insiders and their political allies. It is not the enormous size of these 
fortunes. but the fact that they were dishonorably obtained, that has proved 
a demoralizing example to our youth and a menace to our institutions. 

STATE CONTROL AS A REMEDY. 

Any combination that has sought and secured by incorporation the advan
tage of charter rights and is organiz-ed for legitimate purposes bas nothing to 
fear from quasi State control. On the other hand, they know it insures sta
bility and public confidence. It seems monstrous that any corporation or 
combination of corporations should deny this inherent right of the power 
that created themortrytoevadewholesome regulation. A disintegration of 
such blind pools should be speedily enforced. The sovereign States of the 
Union, each for itself and each for all, 1·ecognizing the gravity of the evil that 
threatens all alike, and honestly seeking a remedy, will solve this difficulty. 

Uniform laws compelling publicity of important matters of management, 
frequent examinations by State officials prescribing honest systems of keep
ing accounts, and such other restrictions a.s exigencies may require for the 
good of all, including the protection of such communities as have been built 
up by the estl!.blishment of business concerns and the forbidding of their 
abandonment without the consent of the State authorities and for adequate 



6416 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. JUNE 1, 

reasons shown, should be immedfately enacted throughout the Union. Such 
action will go far, if it does not absolutelI destroy, the power of such com
bination to work further injury. It wil simplify taxation and nullify at
tempts at its evasion. 

* * • • • • • 
The soverei&'Il State has the powei: to grant charter privileges for pur

poses that are m consonance with the genera.I welfare and not in violation 
of the constitutional rights of the individual. The powe.r of regulation is im
plied in the act of creation. 

The abuse of the privileges derived from the people.by these favored com
bines merits severe punishment, and necessary legislation for such purpose 
is clearly within the S<'ope of the legislative power of the State. Tho opinion 
that Congress is powerless to remedy this evil without constitutional change 
is generally conceded, but the right of the sovereign State in the premises is 
unquestioned. 

'l'he different sections of our country having varying industries, such as 
cotton and its products in the South, know best how to control them. The 
nominal attempt to turn over this power to the Federal Government by the 
Republican party is an evasion, because they know that the power of creat
ing, regulatmg, and, where public interest demands it, of destroying these 
corporate creatures is a State right that will never be yielded to the General 
Government with the consent of the Democratic party, which from Jeffer
son to Tilden has steadily opposed such centralizing tendencies. 

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, in the time allowed me I can not 
discuss this amendment, but I want to say that I fully appreciat.e 
the high ground and pure statesmanship of my worthy colleagues 
on this side of the House, but that I differ with them as to what 
should be our action upon this question. We all know the pur
pose of the majority in submitting to this Honse a constitutional 
amendment so obnoxious as this, and I say we should disappoint 
them by voting for it en masse. I would fill them to the throat 
with their buncombe cant. 

Why did not the majority of the committee consult with the 
minority in the preparation of this amendment? Why do they 
offer to this House an amendment whose very fir~t rsection con
tains a theory against which every Democrat in this House, as 
well as some Republicans, has declared himself during the pres-

. ent session? Why did they place in the second section a clause 
abridging the powers of the States, knowing that Democrats are 
strong adherents to State rights? Why did they delay in bring
ing the matter up for consideration until this late day? Why has 
the majority passed an arbitrary, despotic, tyrannical, imperial
istic rule preventing the offering of an amendment to this article 
or a substitute therefor? These are some of the hard questions 
the majoritypartyofthisHousewillhaveto answer to the people. 

I want to say to the proponents of this measure that the com
mon people are not such fools as you assume them to be. They 
are long-suffering and confiding, but they are feeling the shock of 
concentrated power and limited opportunities, and the brighter 
light is breaking upon them; and I believe before next November 
their eyes and their reason will be opened, as were those of Saul 
of Tarsus, after his experience on his way to Damascus, and they 
will see and distinguish the true from the false, the real from the 
pretended. 

Mr. TERRY. I hope the gentleman will use some of his time. 
One of the gentlemen who is to speak on this side is absent. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday and at the 
evening session I took the fioor in my own right, and after mak
ing a few remarks I sent to the Clerk's desk and had read from 
the desk a clipping from the Evening Star, published in this city. 
It was then deiivered to the Reporters of this House, and went to 
their room, as I have learned. Another gentleman on the Demo
cratic side, whose name I will not give at this time, followed with 
remarks in his own time, and referred to the subject-matter of 
that newspaper clipping. This morning my remarks made at the 
time did-not appear in the RECORD; neither did the article or clip
ping appear in the RECORD. They were absent from the RECORD. 
On application to the Reporters of this House I learned the gen
tleman referred to had possession of that article and those re
marks. 

I have requested that gentleman personally, and several times 
through the employees of this Honse, to return that article and 
those remarks, which are a part of the records of thi.B House, and 
contain nothing said by him or with which he has anything to do, 
excepting as he referred to my remarks and the statements of the 
clipping immediately after. I do not rise to a question of personal 
privilege now. I do not mention the gentleman's name; but I 
give fair notice that unless that article or clipping, with those 
remarks of mine, a part of the records of this House, and which 
were taken in that manner and retained in that manner, are re
turned to the proper depository, that I shall rise not to a question 
of privilege only, but shall ask this House, if there be such a thing 
as discipline for acts of that character, to exercise its power. 

I now state that I reserve all the balance of the time upon our 
side for the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], who will 
close the debate, and I understand that the gentleman from Ar
kansas will make the same reservation for the gentleman from 
Missouri f:Mr. DE ARMOND], who is to close debate on their side. 

Mr. TE.nRY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten
nessee fMr. PIERCE J. 

Mr. PIERCE of '11ennessee. Mr. Speaker, in the .time allotted 
to me I can have little to say. I think I can not put the time to 

better nse than by reading a published interview from the distin
guished gentleman from Ohio, Gen. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, and 
signed by him in regard to trusts. He told us that this legislation 
which is here brought in is a Republican measure and that it is 
necessary. Now,here is what he said, and it is signed by him and 
was published some time ago: 

A REPUBLICAN VIEW. 
[By CH.ARLBS H. GROSVENOR.] 

The Fifty-sixth Congress comes together under peculiar circumstances. 
The Republican majority is commissioned by the voice of the people to do 
certain things in any event, and to do certain other things if found to be 
wise and judicious. 

As to the things which the Republican majority has been commissioned 
to do: 

First, and most conspicuous of all, it has been delegated to revise the stat
utory financial condition of the country; that is to say, it has been decided 
by the people of the country, in the election of McKinley and the upholding 
of the platform at St. Louis, that the unwritten law of the Treasury, which 
for twenty years has paid gold upon every obligation of the Government, 
Ahall be now ordered by statute to continue that process. This is simJ>lY to 
enact into law the declaration of the Republican platform, which ordained 
the existing gold standard. 

When Congress shall have approved of this measure, either in the form it 
comes to the 8enate or in such form as may afterwards be agreed upon, there 
will be no free and unlimited coinage of silver in this country for the next 
eight years in any event, because the Senate is absolutely sure to be against 
it during that period of time. 

WhiletheDmgleybill has produced a great and gratifying return of reve
nue to the Treasury, there is yet, nevertheless, a. demand that must be 
heeded, that there shall be economy in the public expenditcres~ needless ex
penditures must not be made, and many needful things must oe postponed 
to a later and future day. 

As to trusts and combinations: It is my judgment, and I so said to a. Te· 
porter of this paper some days ago, that the Sherman law of 1890, which was 
a Republican measure and which has now been put into full force and effect· 
iveness by the Republican Administration, gives all the remedy needful in 
the control and overthrow of illegal trusts and harmful trusts, which can be 
made by the action of Congress. 

This legislation, thus upheld by the Supreme Court, covers the whole 
ground of Congressional action, and all other laws should be enacted by the 
legislatures of the several States. I repeat what I i:;aid before: I am opposed 
to any interfcwence by Congressional action with the right of the States to 
organize, create, control, limit, and regulate their own corporations in their 
own way, and for Congress to impair it by limitation upon the operation of 
State corporations other than that which was enacted in the interstate
commerce law would be such a violation of the right of States that it is not 
to be thought of for a moment. . 

Our insular possessions: They will, of course, receive the attention of Con
gress, and the action which will come of Congress will be along the lines of
first, as to Cuba-the establishment of her independence so soon as she man
ifests <'apability for self-government, and along the lines of what is best for 
the people of Porto Rico and the Philippines. coupled with a constant eye as 
to what is most profitable, most wise and patriotic in the eyes of the Ameri· 
can people and for their interest. 

That is a legal exposition of this question by the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio fMr. GROSVENOR]. · 

Mr. BARTLETT. :Bnteven Presidents can change their minds. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. In accordance with what has been 
the history of the Republican party in this Congress upon every 
public question that has been presented, your leaders have taken 
position and you have then repudiated it, as we find the distin· 
guished gentleman from Ohio has done upon the proposition which 
has been brought in here by the Judiciary Committee. He said 
we had no use for it, and that Congress already had the power, 
and that this Administration had the necessary authority to sup
press trusts under the Sherman law, as ex.pressed in the decisions 
of the Supreme Court and which this Administration proposed to 
enforce and carry out. 

Now, what position are yon placed in? I want this to go to 
the country. Who better can speak for that side of the Honse 
than the mouthp~ece of the Administration, the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio? fLaughter on the Democratic side.] 

And in this connection I desire to allude briefly to another let
ter of his in the public press, one which we all remember and I 
have no doubt every member on this floor will recall, when the 
newspaper controversy arose· in reference to the fact that Mr. 
Quay had been refused a seat in the Senate. Interviewers stated 
that Senator HANNA and Mr. GROSVENOR shook hands in Ohio 
during the State convention, and congratulated each other upon 
the fact that .Mr. Quay had been refused a seat in the United 
States .Senate. General GRosv~~OR denied it. He said it was 
untrue. He said that what carried him to see. the distinguished 
chairman of the Republican national committee was that he bad 
heard that the Senator from Ohio had said some kind things about 
him, and that he had gone to the distinguished Senator to thank 
him for it. That at the time they were not talking about Quay, 
but when he approached him he took the Senator by the hand, 
and that his emotions overcame him and tba.t he turned his head 
away and could not speak. [Laughter.] My God! Think about 
the mouthpiece of the Republican party havin~ reached the point 
that it would not go off. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Now, then, just think about it. What an enormous calamity 
was about to fall on the Republican party. Think of General 
GnosVENOR when he shook hands with HANNA being too full for 
utterance! [Rene'\\ed laughter.] He could not speak. That is 
what he says over his own signature. 

Now, I want to warn that side of the House of the danger they 
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are in. Do not you let Senator HANNA say another kind word 
about General GROSVENOR, If you do, you are in danger of hav
ing the mathematical lightning machine of the Republican party 
stop working and close for the rest of the campaign as the mouth
piece of the Administration. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
What a calamity would befall the country if such a thing wereto 
happen! f.A.pplause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. TERRY. I now yield the balance of the time t<> the gen
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there re
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hour and thirty-eight min
utes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I suppose, speaking in a gen
eral way, that there are two points from which this proposed con
stitutional amendment might be viewed-one looking to the trust 
question and the other to the approaching Presidential election. 
Our Republican brethren have determined for themselves and ·by 
themselves from which point of view they will observe it. It is 
evident from what they have been doing here in the course of 
this debate, evident from what they did and what they did not do 
in this session up to this hour, that their sole object and aim in 
and by this amendment is to make some political capital if they 
may. I shall not take them to task for this. I shall concede that 
from appearances they have need of all the politic"al capital they 
can accumulate for the election next November. 

When this Congress met, the Republican party proceeded very 
promptly to do what its leaders called" redeeming their pledges 
on the financial question." A financial bill, carefully prepared 
to suit the wishes and serve the ends of the special classes to be 
beneficially affected by it, was put through this House and the 
Senate in the early days of the session. The Republican party 
desired (and accompli'shed its desire) to place that bill upon the 
statute book. Late in the session, after months had flown, when 
adjournment day had approached and was almost here, the same 
party exploits itself upon the trust question. 

1'hese two facts of the record, placed side by side, speak for 
themselves, and, if there were nothing else, make it clear enough, 
I think, to the average unbiased observer and student of current 
events that the Republican party took the course which was nat
ural in order to put upqn the statute book the measure which it 
desired to put there-the financial bill-and has taken also the 
course natural to leave off the statute book its pretended trust leg
islation, and to keep out of the Constitution its pretended consti
tutional remedy for trusts. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] in speaking upon 
the gag rule under which we are operatingnow,said with afrank
ness not entirely common to him, that his party submitted its 
own plan for amending the Constitution, that this amendment is 
a Republican amendment, that they did not intend to permit the 
least interference with it. He says that he thinks there are good 
reasons for what he admits and proclaims as an extraordinary 
course with reference to such matters-the denial of all right or 
opportunity to amend-the denial of the usual right, very seldom 
denied, to submit a motion to recommit-that the party has taken 
its course and has determined what it will do, that not an "i" 
shall be dotted and not a" t" crossed in that amendment; that 
we can vote for it or vote against it, but that amendment and that 
amendment alone shall be the matter for consideration and the 
matter to be voted upon in this House. 

That frank statement, accidentally or otherwise, truthfully por
trays what the Republican party has done thus far with reference 
to this subject. It is entirely in harmont with the genesis of the 
amendment itself. I betray no confidence, I think, and make no 
improper disclosure, I believe, when I say that this amendment 
was fashioned by Republicans for Republicans, is exploited by 
the party in its own interest to serve its own interest. The mi
nority of the committee which reported it had no option in com
mittee but to vote for it or to vote against it, and that option is 
now extended to the members of the House. 

The question then arises-indeed, that is the question at present 
before the House for discussion-what is the proper thing to do in the 
condition which these gentlemen have purposely made for their 
own advantage, made for political profit, made with reference to 
gaining in the Presidential campaign, made with a view to deluding 
the people as to their real purposes, and to push to one side, if 
they may, the trust question, now so great and prominent in the 
public mind? For me, the course is plain and easy. I find no 
difficulty in declaring now, and declaring by my vote later on, 
that I am opposed to this amendment and opposed to the mockery, 
opposed to the false pretense, of submitting it, or going through 
the form of trying to submit it, to the American people. 

This is not a case where to gratify some sentiment of a few 
sentimental people _or to please some folks with whims, this or 
tbat proposition may be submitted to popular vote, with only a 
fraction of the community caring anything about the subject, and 
with no danger that the people will be befogged concerning it, or 
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that the public will suffer by the submission. The question be
fore us now upon this side of the Chamber is whether we shall 
deal seriously and honestly, according to our judgment, with a 
grave impending problem, or whether we shall emulate our Re
publican brethren in trying to play a game of deceit, playing with 
precisely the same cards and throwing them precisely in the way 
that they have appointed. That is the plain business proposition 
before us to day. 

I will not take time to dilate upon the evils, manifold and ever 
increasing, of the trust. There al'e but few here to defend it in 
words; and the people, I think, understand, not merely by wordy 
descriptions of it, but by experiences in their daily lives, what the 
trust in fact is; how it is growing; how it is entering new fields; 
how it is sweeping aside the individual man; how it is crushing in
dividual enterprise; how it is destroying iBdependence; how it is 
turning the individual operator, the self-1·especting American citi
zen, hiring himself and doing his own business, into the employee, 
the small cog in a mighty wheel turned by the trust. · 

Shall we deal frankly with our constituents and with the great 
American public on this question, or shall we deal otherwise? 
For one, whatever others may do,· however timidity may influ
ence some or ideas of policy may sway others, I shall take what 
seems to me to be the course at once p·olitic and right. I believe 
that when the appeal is made to the great intelligent Ame1ican 
public the course which is right is the course also which is 
politic. 

If this amendment is not good, if it ought not to be put into the 
Constitution, what reason is there, what excuse can there be, for 
going through tho mockery of submitting it to the American peo
ple as though it were worth something? Suppose the amendment 
were submitted. Have gentlemen considered what their attitude 
respecting it would be before the people in the next campaign? 

Would yon go before the people of your district, the people of 
your State, the people of this great American nation, and advocate 
the putting of this amendment into the Constitution? If you 
would, if you believe it ought to go there, then I understand how, 
conscientiously and with regard to the highest politics, which 
rests upon intelligence and conscientiousness, you can support the 
amendment and favor the submission of it to the people. If, upon 
the contrary, were the amendment submitted, you would advise 
your fellow-citizens to reject it, would say to them that it was 
intended to trap them, that it was and is a delusion and a snare, 
carefully planned and carefully laid, what reason will you give 
them for a vote to submit such a proposition to them? 

The people a.re not fanciful in these matters. The people are 
not dreaming of the trust and speculating concerning it as some 
interesting thing. It is not a mere farce; it is not a thing to 
amuse them; it is not a thing for the idle speculation of an idle 
hour. It is a vital thing-something that goes i.Ilto their homes, 
breaks into their business, dominates their lives. It is the shadow 
over them that obscures the brightness of the sun, destroys the 
twilight, and brings on the depth and blackness of the night be
fore its time, and prolongs it after the dawn should come. It is 
a real thing. Who denies it? 

The gentleman from nunois [Mr. REEVES] said this morning 
that these great moneyed orgamzations are bad only when they 
amount to combinations and monopolies. That is what we are 
talking about; those things that constitute monopolies we should 
deal with, those things we wish to see dealtwitb, those things we 
wish to curb and. if need be, to eradicate. · 

Some people affect to sneer at what they call State rights. 
"State rights" is a phrase used in some localities to express what 
is meant by "home rule" or by "local self-government" in others; 
but whatever the terms employed, whatever the phraseology 
used, the idea expressed is the same. It is the rule of the people. 
It is the government of the people by themselves. 

It is the management by the people of their own concerns, ac
cording to their own judgment and devices, according to their 
own necessities, as developed and illustrated by experience. And 
who is it here that decries local self-government? Who is it that 
decries home rule? Who is it that decries State rights, to pre
serve the liberties of the people and give them control over their 
affairs? 

Gentlemen need not expect to evoke the political prejudice of 
past years and to shelter themselves behind a phrase. When you 
strike down the power of . the States; when you rob the States of 
their ability to control their own domestic affairs, to create cor
porations, to regulate corporations, to destroy corporations, if 
need be, within their own borders, you strike at a. fundamental 
principle of American liberty; you strike at the citizen; you strike 
at the home; you strike at everything that is' worth preserving in 
this land, because the larger power, the greater exploitation in 
larger fields all depend upon the preservation of individual rights 
at home. 

Will this amendment do that? Who doubts it? Who questions 
it? What is it for if it will not do that? Why do yon exploit 
the amendment if it be not to take power from the States and 
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concentrate it in the nation? That is the avowed object of it, and 
the pretended reservation of power to the States is a sham. And 
no man who will do himself the credit of being frank, and who, 
if he has reason enough to discuss it, will employ that reason in 
honestly dealing with it, will or can deny that the inevitable 
effect of the amendment must be to rob the States of power and 
to give to the National Congress an absolute arbitrary control; 
not wholesome, not needful, a power the extent or the limits 
of which no man here can define. It is a power that would 
sweep away State lines in effect and concentrate everything at 
the national capital, leaving those who dwell in the most distant 
hamlet in the land dependent, as to their own local affairs: upon 
the course of events here in Washington, instead of reserving to 
them what proudly and tenaciously for more than a hnndred 
years the people have reserved and defended-the right to govern 
themselves at home in their local affairs in their own way. 

This amendment is full of peculiarities. This amendment is an 
extraordinary production. This amendment bears upon its face 
and in every line of it evidence conclusive, irrefutable, that it 
was not designed for a place in the Constitution to cohtrol trusts, 
but that it was designed for a place in the campaign to delude the 
people. f Applause on the Democratic side.) 

Notwithstanding what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE
NOR] said, are there good and sufficient reasons why no opportu
nity should be given to amend this amendment? What are they? 
The only one that the gentleman gave was that the Republican 
party is in power here, that the Republican party is satisfied with 
it, and that the minority party must vote for it or must vote 
against it. Is that a reason from the standpoint of American 
citizenship? Is that a reason that can find lodgment or support 
in American patriotism for exploiting an amendment here which, 
I venture to say, no man who will logically consider it can de
fend in its entirety or support in its several particulars? 

Some say that power has not been taken away from the States; 
that they do not mean to take away power from the States. If 
that be true, if that declaration be candid and honest, will you 
tell me where is the objection to the employment or language 
clear and explicit expressing that purpose? Where is it and why 
is it? Is it a sufficient answer to say, as the gentleman from Ohio 
said, that this is a Republican measure, and that the Republican 
party is in power here? 

Is that a sufficient reason? If this Republican party in control 
here designs to leave with the people of the States the power 
which some of them say is left by this amendment, why hesitate 
to phrase clearly the particular part of the amendment in which 
they say resides the assurance of that reservation? I repeat the 
question. Why object to making clear language which is more 
than doubtful? Why object to stating plainly what at best now 
is doubtful? Why object to stating plainly what you are leaving 
at the best, from your own standpoint, to implication and con
struction? Why? 

The only answe:rwhich can truthfully be given for pressing this 
amendment in its present form is that you design, in your parti
sanship, in your narrowness, to try to carry the election again by 
false pretenses, to gain a political advantage in exploiting here an 
amendment which you know, and had a right to know, a large 
number of those upon this side never would vote for and the 
States never would ratify. The course that you take in respect to 
this amendment is at variance with the course heretofore taken 
upon such questions. 

I doubt whether ever before in the history of Congress-I think 
I may say that never before in the history of the American Con
gress-was such a rule applied to a constitutional amendment. 
Will those of you who have looked up history anew please tell us 
if ever before in the history of this Government there was an in
stance where a constitutional amendment was brought in and 
hedged in as this is, forced to be voted for just as it was exploited, 
or voted against just as it was exploited, with no opportunity to 
amend, with no opportunity to move to recommit? When was it 
and why was it? This arbitrary rule is the.pioneer in the field of 
constitutional amendments. 

Can there be good reason for this? Can this action rest in a de
sire to reach the trust evil? Can it be promoted by interest in the 
American public, or is it promoted and directed solely by interest 
in the Republican party as an organization and the trust as its 
ally? I do not see how there can be doubt as to what the answer 
should be, or how there can be two answers to the question. In 
lieu of this vague language which means nothing and was in
tended to mean nothing, but which some gentlemen say preserves 
the right of ~he States to deal with this subject within their bor
ders, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] proposed some
thing real. He proposed to strike out the words-

The several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States-

And insert-
Nothing in this article nor any act of. Congress in pursuance thereof shall 

e>pe1·ate to abridge or impair any of the rights and powers held by the several 
States prior to its adoption. 

Now, if you wish to leave the powers of the States intact, tell me 
what is the objection to that. Tell me, in the first place, wby you 
render impossible such a thing as the consideration of that kind 
of an amendment. Is there an answer to that? Do any of you 
still contend that you mean to leave with the States power to deal 
with trusts? What is there in the word.a that you have here 
except what is already in the Constitution? 

It is an absolute fact that the States ha\e the right·to legislate 
upon any subject in any way not in conflict with the Constitu
tion of the United States, treaties with foreign nations, or the 
laws of the United States. Is not that true? Is not that now ab
solutely fixed in the Constitution? Would you put anything more 
into it upon that snbject by this jumble and mumble of words? 
Did you design to put anything more into it? You know you did 
not. 

Purposely you refused to allow the subject to be . considered, 
and we know why yourefused. The country knows why you re
fo.sed. Experience has shown you that there are, or at least have 
been, some men upon your side conscientious enough and inde
pendent enough upon great constitutional questions to raise their 
voices and to record their votes against the boss system which 
prevails there. Even now you dare not submit these questions, 
you dared not submit them at any time in this Congress-so grave 
and so far-reaching are they-to the individual judgment of your 
own members. 

You propose under the party whip and spur, by the force of 
party organization, by the iron discipline which you maintain, 
which has one boss and many servitors, to drive this proposed 
amendment to a vote, just as it is, bad as it is. You dare not sub
mit it to the judgment of your own people and you know it. 
That is one of the reasons which the gentleman from Ohio did not 
give, why there is no opportunity to consider amendments, no 
opportunity to make the motion to recommit. You are distrust
ful of yourselves. Yon are afraid that the better judgment and 
the better conscience of individuals among you will spurn, will 
spit upon, this attempt to delude the people, this cheap effort to 
make capital for the campaign at the expense of judgment and 
consistency and frankness, and the interest of the American 
pnblic. 

There is another proTision in this amendment of yours, with its 
sacred i's and t's, that certainly is not here for amusement, not 
here simply as an introduction, not here merely for light reading 
in an idle moment. It has an object and a purpose. I refer to 
what is called section 1: 

All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several States, the 
Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under the sovereignty 
and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. One moment, please. My attention was 
distracted, but I thought I heard the gentleman state what he 
would suggest as an amendment, bnt I did not catch the amend
ment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. To that particular clause? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I read from what has been suggested by 

the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], of the Judiciary 
Committee; read that part of it with reference to what some gen
tlemen say preserves the power to the several States. I hope the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] will be frank enough-. 
and I know his intelligence wm help him to the conclusion if he 
will use it-to enlighten us on that subject. I refer to these words 
in the proposed amendment: 

The several St-ates may continue to exercise such power in o.ny manner 
not in conflict with the la."IJS of the United States. 

The gentleman from Arkansas, I say, proposed in lieu of that 
these words: 

Nothing in this article nor in any act of Congress in pursuance thereof 
shall operate to abridge or impair any of the rights and powers held by the 
severa States prior to its adoption. 

That is pa.rt of what would be offered if there could be any 
opportunity here. 

Mr. TERRY. And that is what was ruled out by the Speaker 
yest.er day? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is what the gentleman from Arkan
sas had suggested as a means of making clear and certain the 
proposition that the powers of the States would not be taken 
away by this amendment; but that could not even be considered. 
That is what I said. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In other words, that would result in con
current power. I want to get the gentleman's idea; that is all. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It would result in concurrent power to a 
certain extent. Later I will discuss that feature. I was right now 
upon section 1: "All powers conferred by this article shall extend 
to the several States. the Territories, the District of Columbia, and 
a.11 territory under the sovereignty and subject to the jurisdiction of 
the United States." There is a. novelty for you, Mr. Speaker; 
there is an exploitation of the new theory of tlle constitution 
makers; there is something that finds no model in the making of 
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e. constitution by the fathers or by any of their sons~ until there 
come these sons, if they be sons of the fathers [laughter and ap
plause], exploiting their theories here. 

Prior to the episode now upon us, it never entered the minds of 
men, even for political purposes only, to exploit anything like 
that section 1. Is that a thing to put into the Constitution, that 
mighty instrument which has challenged the admiration of the 
wise men of the world, by which we have conserved the liberties 
of millions and millions of people here in this land, blessed by its 
shadow and its protection? But these gentlemen insincerely pro
pose to do that. They propose it with so much firmness in their 
hypocrisy, they are so t<?nacious about it, they regard it as so dis
tinctively a Republican policy, that here not an" i "shall be dotted 
and not a" t'' crossed. You must take it or reject it just as it is. 

Bow simple and how easy, my brethren upon this side, ought 
the choice to be! How plain is the plain duty, as it seems to me, 
that now confronts us; not a "plain duty" to be exploited at one 
time and repudiated at another. [Laughter and applause.] A 
"plain duty" to be followed as consistently as the judgment and 
the rights of the American public demands. Wha.t is this for? I 
have no doubtthatthe gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], 
who closes this debateJ will tell us; and I admit now that I shall 
be a most attentive auditor while he is telling it. 

I recollect well how a short time ago, when this question of 
where the Constitution might go and how it might be restrained, 
what might be the medium of the conveyance of it-when these 
questions were up, I remember well how that gentleman thrilled 
this House, how bis speech and his logic sounded and resounded 
throughout the United States. I remember how a new hero was 
born, how a man from Maine was covered with plaudits of" Well 
done, good and faithful servant," for being at once able, brave, 
and conscientious. 

I have not forgotten how that man arose above his party when 
his party was wrong; how that man pleaded with his party when 
his party in its blindness would not choose the right; how that 
man, with courage to determine his course by the chart of judg
ment and conscience, won fame. An able man, with an eye for 
the national life, he rose high in the estimation of the American 
people at a time when others were ready to throw the Constitution 
away, and after offering pitiful little arguments and excuses con
ttnued to shrink and shrivel until the public no longer could see 
them. [Applause.] 

I remember that, the House remembers it, the country remem
bers it. The great question then was whether this old Constitu
tion of ours, this time-honored Constitution., this venerated Con
stitution possesses power over Congress or whether Congre.ss pos
sesses power over it. Then there was that effort to determine for 
the guidance of Congress whether the Constitution is mightier 
than Congress or Congress mightier than the Constitution; whether 
the Constitution dominates and controls Congress or Congress dom
nates and controls the Constitution. 

In other words, whether the Constitution is still to be the su
preme law of t.he land or be dropped into the minor position of a 
local law for the guidance of the justices of the peace, while Con
gress swells in to omnipotent power over many lands. When that 
gl'eat question was up, and when connected with it was the other 
great question of justice and humanity to the Porto Ricans-the 
honor of tbe American people in dealing fairly with those who 
had come without blood.shed under the protection of the Ameri
can flag; those who had gathered around our soldiers, not in hos
tility, butinhopeandinfriendship; those who had thrown boquets 
and had not hurled shot and shell at the starry flag; those who 
put garlands about our soldiers and not chains; those who wel
comed us and repelled ns not; those who relied upon American 
honor, not dreading American perfidy-then it was refreshing to 
behold LITTLEFIELD, of Maine, as he left Republican partisanship 
for American statesmanship. 

Refreshing not only tons, but refreshing to the whole land, was it 
to find this man from Maine refu!iing to be gagged and bound, re
fusing to lie in chains, refusing to be dictated. to, bold enough to 
think, honest enough to follow his convictions, conscientious 
enough to see the right and to distinguish it from wrong-it was 
a beautifui scene in American politics. 

I am merely saying what everybOdy knows, that all those who 
offered excuses or essayed to present arguments for the course 
contrary to that advocated by the eloquent gentleman from Maine 
and his confreres on the Republican side, who stood by the Con
stitution, all of them welded into one, could not occupy as much 
space in the estimation of the intelligent American public, could 
not tower as high or look as noble or present a picture as fine and 
as attractfre to the American vision as the seven or eight Repub
licans who stood out alone, distinguished for ability and honesty 
and courage, defying the boss, rising above the low level where 
mere politicians grovel and breathing the air where statesmen 
dwell. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, then, fresh from that picture, still enraptured with that 
scene, drinking in still that American sentiment which knew no 

party, no section, no race, I am waiting and I shall be watchful 
to hear from the gentleman from Maine how it is that there should 
be pa.t into the Constitution of the United States, or submitted to 
the people for putting into it this provision: "All powers con
ferred by this article shall extend to the se-veral States, the Terri
tories, the District of Columbia, and .all territory under the sov
ereignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States." I 
wait for the revelation upon that point. [Laughter on the Dem
ocratic side.] 

I do not know, but I have had a kind of a suspicion (I hope it 
will not prove to be well founded) that onr eloquent and distin
guished friend from Maine who will close the debate has been 
buncoed. That, unable to bear him down when the Porto Rican 
question was up, his Republican brethren whom he chastised then 
have now circumvented him. I think I can see the grin of ma
licious mischief spread over the faces of these men, the men 
who trembled when the gentleman from Maine had the floor on 
the Porto Rican tariff bill, who sJn·ank away when he towered 
above them; I think I can see the smile of satisfaction broadening 
into shout..'3 of exultation as they contemplate the gentleman from 
Maine laboring at the task they have set for him, that of trying 
to explain how it is advisable or necessary to send this article 
abroad. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

That performance is something to which we, too, look forward 
with lively anticipation. If explanation of the inexplicable can 
be foundJ if reason for the unreasonable can be discovered, if ex
cuse for the inexcusable can be invented, I have not a particle of 
doubt that the very best that can be done will be furnished by the 
gentleman from Maine, who is undoubtedly capable of -doing all 
that it is possible for a large man in a sma11 trap to do. We heard 
him in a good cause, when he stood for the Constitution, when he 
stood as great men of his own State and great men of this nation 
stood many a time. 

Then, as we heard the echo of his powerful voice in this room, 
we were charmed by his logic, we admired his courage, we abso
lutely pitied and yet enjoyed the shrinking timidity with which 
the smaller men on his side dropped away from him. We ob
served how bold he was, how he chaUenged them to the contest, 
almost invited them by name, how he paused and waited for 
them to come to the front and break a lance with him. It was 
at once gratifying, and yet nearly heartrending, to behold how 
they shrank away and how they shriveled in the superior pres
ence. [LanghteT on the Democratic side.] 

Now, I have no doubt that when I conclude my remarks this 
afternoon, and the gentleman rises, these same men will gather 
into their seats-they are not all here now, some are enjoying the 
open fresh air [laughter]-how they will gather into their seats, 
and how they Will rejoice to hear from the lips of the eloquent 
gentleman from Maine a defense and justification of their course 
and a repudiation of his own. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

As I said before, this will be done as well as anybody could do 
it; and while it is done, and after it is done, we shall have an op
portunity to observe and determine whether the man from Maine 
is most powerful, rising above his party upon a great question 
and standing for the right, the et.ernal right, standing in the ranks 
of statesmen who stood for the Constitution in the years that are 
gone, standing where he will be noted in years to come, or whether 
he will be a more powerful and more conspicuous figure in the role 
of defender and apologist, for the policy that his party has brought 
upon him, even beyond the possibility of voting for an amend
ment to change it. Defending the Constitution Will, I believe, 
prove a nobler work than apologizing for this sham amendment. 

Now, what do you mean by this? My notion-I submit it to 
the gentleman from Maine, because if I am wrong about it he 
will correct me I know-my notion is something like this: Here 
is a declaration by those who may vote for the submission of this 
amendment, that the C.Onstitution at present does not reach where 
Congressional legislation may go; in other words, we here have 
an illustration of what the gentleman who supported the Porto 
Rican tariff bill-the gentlemen who were in favor of following 
the path of "our plain duty" backward (laughter and applause] 
characterized as the infirmity of the Constitution. 

1f it is not a recognition of that, what is it? Either this propo
sition, independently of this provision, will go to the remotest 
parts of the earth to which our power extends, to which our legis
lation reaches, or it will not. That must be true. We must take 
one or the other side of a proposition which has only two sides. ·· 
Suppose this provision were left out of this constitutional amend· 
ment, and suppose in that form the amendment should go into 
the Constitution, would this new power extend as far as the 
power of legislation goes, or would it not? It would not do both; 
it would not at the same time go and remain behind. 

If I had before me the most forceful and eloquent and convinc
ing speech of the gentleman from Maine, and if time would per
mit the reading of it, l would prove eonelusively to any doubter 
that the Constitution does not need to be carried anywhere by 
Congressional legislation; that wherever Congressional legislation 
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go~s there will be also the mighty, supervising, ever-controliing 
Constitution, to guard the rights of the people and curb the power 
of'' the Ccngress. I could prove that far more conclusively by 
quoting from that gentleman than I could by any words or argu
ments of my own. 

I do not know whether or not any change has come over the 
spirit of his dreams. If this amendment, with this first section 
left out, would extend without Congi·essional aid, why is the first 
section put in? I have no doubt the gentleman from Maine will 
tell us why, if there is a reason for it which he cares to give. Upon 
the Republican theory! the power of Congress over "our new 
possessions" is unlimited, unrestrained by the Constitution or 
anything else. Upon that theory Congress would have no greater 
power in "our new possessions" with this section 1 in the Con
stitution than it would have without it. Then it is clear that sec
tion 1 is put forward for the double PUI'Poseof forcing gentlemen 
like the gentleman from Maine to vote for an interpretation of 
the Constitution which they have repudiated, and to invite gen
tlemen upon this side to vote against a doctrine that is false and a 
proposition that is a fraud. Section 1 is but a sorry trap, except 
for those who wish to be caught. 

Now, if you vote for the submission of this constitutional 
amendment with this provision in it, how will it lie in your 
mouth or the mouth of any man to say that in your or his belief 
the Constitution possesses a power of its own to go as far as Con
gressional legislation can extend? This provision did not drop in 
here by accident. This amendment was shaped and put together 
in the secret recesses of the Republican council chamber. 

It was put in to catch somebody, and I am sorry to say that one 
of the people they designed to catch-I hope somehow or other he 
will get out of it-is my friend LITTLEFIELD from Maine. It was 
put in with the purpose of catching Brother LITTLEFIELD and his 
confreres and also for the purpose of catching, if we may be caught, 
if we are ready to be taken with chaff,anybodyon this side of the 
House who may persuade himself thathe is supporting the Demo
cratic party and standing by the Constitution in voting for this 
bogus Republican amendment. 

What other effect does this provision have? Does it not amount 
to a declaration that independently of it this proposed constitu
tional amendment would not extend to those outlying posses
sions, as some gentlemen wish to call them-those possessions 
left in Cuba, not yet stolen by Neely and his confreres flaughter], 
what has not yet been gobbled up in Porto Rico, and the little 
strips here and there, ever varying, of what we control in the 
Philippine3. fLaughter and applause.] 

Now, when we legislate with reference to any of these things 
independently of this provision, independently of this section 1.:...... 
if the remainder of this proposed amendment were in the Consti
tution-would it be necessary, in order to get it in force some
where, to specially exploit this provision? I will wait for a reply 
from the eloquent gentleman from Maine. If it is the old reply, 
he will say, "No; this Constitution of our fathers, by decisions, 
unvarying and unbroken, of our Supreme Court, by the consensus 
of opinion and solemn declarations of the wise and great men of 
all parties in our land, is a mighty instrument that goes as far as 
American legislative power ever can extend." If he does not say 
that, then I have nothing to do with harmonizing what be does 
say with what he did say. [Laughter and applause.] 

If it is necessary to put in this provision, why was it not broad
ened so as to extend to the old, decrepit, helpless Constitution? 
Why was it that you would carry by this section 1 the pow
ers conferred by this proposed Article XVI, and none other
why is it that these powers only shall extend so far and operate 
automatically to so great an extent, if the Constitution does not 
extend by its own vigor wherever American law can extend, 
wherever American legislation can be, wherever American civil 
rule can exist? Why did you not, while you were about it, try to 
give a little more force to the Constitution itself? · 

I may well dwell upon this extraordinary section 1, this novel 
thing, this curio in constitutional amendments; and I am antici
pating, as far as I can, what is going to be said for it. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY], in his remarks yes
terday, said that if it should be held that the Constitution does 
not extend to these outlying provinces, section 1 will carry_ there 
this article 16. That I presume is true; but what about the re
mainder of the Constitution? 

If you take this extraordinary precaution about Article XVI, 
which you never expect to get into the Constitution, why not 
take a little precaution about the remainder of the Constitution? 
If it should be held that the Constitution does not extend, why 
not have a provision in here to extend it? What a Constitution 
we should have if this p1·ovision should go in and that contention 
were held to be true! Then we would have the whole original 
Constitution circumscribed and limited and its provisions under 
Congressional control, while we would have this amendment-, this 
Article XVI, appointed to range the wide world over, wherever the 
tlag might fly, wherever an American gun might be heard, wher-

ever the American soldier might kill or be killed, in the Philip.. ' 
pines or elsewhere. This constitutional amendment, presumably, 
would go to shelter and protect ancl encourage-the rest of the 
Constitution far b<:hind-seas between, the nations intervening. 

Now, gentlemen, in all sincerity, what do you think of this 
amendment, so sacred that nothing shall be offered to betterit, so 
distinctly Republican, according to the gentleman from Ohio, 
who seems to know what is Republican, that you must vote for 
it or vote against it? 

Ought any great question of difficulty to be presented at this 
point? Ought there to be any trouble about voting against this 
amendment? 

Now, there we have it. There it is . . Gentlemen, again I ask, 
Why do you refuse to allow an amendment to be considered here? 
ls it because you think that just this amendment and nothing else 
is for the people the best that can be put into the Constitution"! 
No. I venture to say there is hardly a man here-I do not believe 
there is one; let me think better of the House, let me think better 
of my political opponents than to suspect that there is a man to 
be found in this body who will have the hardihood and the ef
frontery to say that you desire to have this amendment just this 
way, because you consider that in just this form it would be best 
for the people. 

You do not even make pretense of that. You do not even dis
guise your purpose. You are trying to carry yourselves through 
a campaign. You are trying to make the people believe that you 
can not do anything unless you have a constitutional amendment. 
You are trying to make the people believe that you have gone to 
the limit; that when the bill which is reported and which will be 
acted upon to-morrow has passed into law or the Senate tomb, 
you will ha ye gone to the limit beyond which there is no consti
tutional possibility of going. 

And then when the people point to the mighty trusts that have 
grown up since March 4, 1897; when they call to your attention the 
fact that these trusts have grown up under the shelter of your 
laws and that the men in them, in many instances, are the men 
who control the destinies of your party, who control your con
ventions and buy your elections, yon are going to say, "'Vhy, 
my good fellow; why, my dear sir, we have gone just as far as we 
could go until we get increased power by a constitutional amend
ment." Your object is to shelve the trust question. Your object 
is to delude the people into the belief that you can not do any
thing more th~n you are about to do, than you will do to-morrow, 
unless you have a constitutional amendment. 

Considering what a monster the trust is; considering how men, 
women, and children are perishing before it; considering how 
liberty is going out in individual instances, how individual enter
prises are blighted and crushed and individual lives wrecked and 
ruined by the mighty trusts, would it not be well enough to see 
how far [constitutional power does go? Suppose in your eager
ness to reach the trusts, if you had any eagerness, suppose in your 
desire to curb the trusts, if you possessed that desire, yon were to 
pass a law that in some of its features should prove unconstitu-
tional. What then? · 

It at least would stand in evidence, it at least would st3nd es· 
tablished, that you had not only gone as far as you could go, but 
that in your eagerness to meet a growing evil and to correct a. 
great wrong, toproduce gi·eat good, you had gone even further
you had pressed the Constitution to its utmost bounds, you had 
used your legislative power even beyond the point where you have 
a constitutional warrant for its employment upon this question, 
Oh, no; you have no such idea as that. · 

How many trnsts are sheltered behind the protective tariff? 
How many trusts are created by it? How many trusts could not 
live independent of it? Are you ready to pick out a single art ~cle 
upon which there is a heavy duty, which is controlled by a trust 
and by the sale or monopoly of which the American p~ople are 
robbed, and take that protective tariff duty off of it? No; not one. 

You have been asked in this Congress; you have been asked by 
the press of the country; you have been asked upon the hustings: 
you have been asked over and over to do that, and you will not 
do it. What is your reason? Is it a good one? You talk about 
a "protective system." Do you wish to be understood that the 
protective system is designed to build up and maintain trusts? 
Is that what you wish to be understood as talking about when 
you talk about your protective system? If that be true, proclaim 
your purpose boldly. Say that you love the tariff for the trusts 
it makes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Say that you re
tain the high protective tariff for the trusts it shelters and pro· 
tacts. Say that you Jove the tree for the fruit it bears, and that 
you water and cultivate it for what may be gathered from it. 

If that is not what you mean by the protective system, how 
can you deny that the trust is a false growth? And yet you will 
preserve and protect it, and yet the people shall have no relief 
from its blight. How, gentlemen, are you going to account to 
the American people for that? What account do you give to 
yourselves? It will not do in this dav and hour; it will not Clo 



1900- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD_:_HOUSE.· 6421 
when this trust evil is widespread throughout the land and when 
millions are in its grasp, soulless, cruel, inexorable-it will not do 
then-to prate about the beauties of the protective tariff system 
as a system. It will not do even to dignify it by calling it an 
American system. 

Can you deny that there are trusts sheltered under it? Do you 
know that those trusts would thrive as well if they were not pro
tected by it? If you do not, it is your duty to lower the tariff wall 
to smite the trusts behind it. It is not even necessary that you 
know that if you remove the tariff from some of these trust arti
cles relief would come to the people, but unless you absolutely 
know it would not it is your duty to remove the high protective 
tariff and try the experiment. You will not do it. Why? Is it 
because you are looking so carefully after the interests of the 
people? That reason, it seems tome, is not satisfactory. If there 
is any other, let us have it. Indeed, we know what it is. 

Now, that is one means of dealing with the trusts. You will 
not resort to it. You can not claim that that is not constitutional. 
You can not claim that there is any constitutional trouble in the 
way of taking off a high protective tariff when a trust shelters 
behind it, when a trust robs behind it, almost murders behind it. 
You can not claim there js any constitutional trouble in the way. 
All there is of it, you will not relieve where you may; you will not 
lift the ban where you have the unquestioned power to lift it. 

You will not give the people relief when the way to relief is 
plain and distinct You will not even try the experirr;ent, if you 
doubt whether relief will come. How can you doubt it?· How 
can you doubt that if there is a heavy protective tariff duty upon 
a particular article, excluding foreign articles of the same kind, 
and that article here is manufactured and controlled and mar
keted by a trust-bow can you doubt that the taking off of that 
duty and the opening of the ports of the country to the free im· 
portation of that article will destroy your home trust? 

But it is 1mggested, Wisely and sagely, in the report of the ma
jority of the committee, that if you destroy the trusts here at 
home by lifting the duty you simply invite a world-wide trust. 
That logic is fine, that prospect is delightful, that assurance is re
freshing. The trust is here, strangling the American citizen, 
robbing his wife and children, doubling and .trebling prices, shel· 
tered behind a protective tariff, supported by it, defended by it, 
and in the final analysis, upon the last call, in giving your ulti
mate reason, you say, "We will not take off that duty, because 
if we do w~ invite the formation of a world trust upon the same 
article." 

Gentlemen, do you consider that a good reason? Do you hope 
that anybody will consider it a good reason? Do you hope that 
the reason, which is no reason and wh1ch you know is no reason, 
will be accepted by the intelligent American public as a reason? 
Now, what a nice little time we might have in the case that is 
supposed, in the case that you yourselves admit in the report, if 
we were to remove the high protective tariff duty and get rid of 
the trust that is. Why, there would be a breathing spell at least. 
This world-wide trust would not be formed in an hour, would it? 
No adverse elements; no difficulties about it, no huge thing that 
might break of its own weight? 

Ah. the world-wide trust, the trust that is to be, the trust that 
is to go as far as this consiitutional amendment is to be sent by 
section 1; the trust that is to go farther; the world-wide trust that, 
according to your philosophy, is to go farther than the Constitu
tion can go; that is a dream, a specter. That is merely a scare
crow which you set up to frighten away the blackbirds. It will 
not answer for reasoning men; it will not answer in the light of 
experience. It will not answer for the intelligent American 
public. 

·Get rid of the trust that is, give us freedom now, give us ex
emption from robbery here; and until the world-wide trust is 
formed, if it ever is, we at least will fare better; and when your 
world-wide trust is formed, if ever it is, we will fare no worse. 
Relieve us from the robbery now, strike down the oppressor that 
is at the throat of the independent American citizen, and we will 
take the chances upon the oppressor who is to come by and by 
from somewhere in the wide, wide world. Do not fear, my 
friends, about that combination that is to come, if you break up 
the combinations that have come. 

Now, there is a little device known and tried in this country for 
years with considerable success, that of excluding from the mails 
certain matter, such as lottery tickets and correspondence about 
lottery tickets and various things that may go through the mails 
with reference to lottery tickets. Could not that be applied to 
trust correspondence and trust business carried on through the 
mails? 

W ~~Id it be unconstitutional to . extend that to trust.a, to de
nommate them robbers when they are l'Obbers, to call crime 
crime when it is crime? Would it be unconstitutional to extend 
the provisions of the anti-lottery law, of the anti-swindling and 
anti-green goods and anti-bogus operator law, to the operator of 
the trusts? Who says that would be unconstitutional? Why, as 

I understand, the majority of the CommHtee on the Judiciary say 
that. Why would it be unconstitutional? They have not told, 
and they can not tell. They rejected amendments to that effect. 
The trusts must not be hampered thus. The postal system must 
be useful to them and the Neeleys. 

Take tbe monopoly of the patent law. How easy it would be 
while legislating against trusts to .fix a shorter term during which 
the patentee shall have the exclusive use and control of his pat
ent, and then Congress can easily fix an additional term during 
which the patentee shall have complete control, subject to the 
limitation that be shall, upon reasonable terms, permit the use of · 
the patented article and grant the right to manufacture it on a 
reasonable royalty. Would that be unconstitutional? I think not. 
Who says it would be? Is there not a remedy there? 

Then we have demonstrated under the law bow another power 
can be used and how effective it is. Once there were in this 
country State banks of issue. It was thought advisable to destroy 
these State banks as banks of issue and have none but national 
banks of issue. The Congress of the United States placed upon 
the issue of State banks a tax of 10 per cent. Of course no State 
bank could pay 10 per cent for the· issue of notes and do business. 
The result was that from the hour.that law took effect not another 
State bank note was issued, and if that law remains in force not 
another State bank note will be issued between now and judg
ment day. 

Could not that power be applied to the monstrous abuse that 
constitutes the trusts? Could not the taxing power reach them? 
Surely it could, but you will not apply it. For another e~ample, 
consider the oleomargai:ine law. 

Control over the traffic in intoxicating liquors has been given 
to the States. A bill was passed by the House a few days ago to 
put convict-made goods under State control. Why not trust
made goods also? Simply because the party in power will not 
pass any law that might be effective against trusts. 

These are some of the means that might be employed constitu
tionally~ without doubt, because they have been sustained by the 
decisions of the courts on laws now in operation, and effective 
operation, in many instances beneficently operating; yet with this 
greatest of evils, with the hideous oppression of the grossest of 
despoilers, you will not deal effectively. Instead of honest effort 
to reach the tru:5ts by approved legal methods, you pretend that 
you must have a constitutional amendment, and try to delude the 
people into the belief that they can have no relief except through 
a constitutional amendment, saying to them that relief must be 
denied because the power to extend it does not exist. 

You gentlemen may have supposed when you fabricated this 
amendment that you would reap some political advantage in the 
House, and in the country when you go from the House to the 
country. You may think it would be some embarrassment to 
somebody upon this side to vote against this monstrosity; to vote 
against an amendment to destroy the power of the States; to vote 
against an amendment which would put upon the Constitution 
the most pernicious construction. 

You may think it would be some embarrassment to vote against 
such a constitutional amendment. For one, I find no embarrass
ment in it. Suppose the amendment be submitted to the people, 
what would be the condition of things? Then you would proclaim, 
and you would have the action of the House for justification, that 
nothing could be done until thirty-four of the States should ratify 
the constitutional amendment. Then the question before the 
American people would be whether this amendment ought to be 
ratified by the several States and what would' the States do about 
it? What would you do? Would you ask your people to vote for 
this amendment to the Constitution? I for one would not. 

I would scorn to go before the people who sent me here and ad
vocate any such policy. [Applause.] I would scorn to say to them, 
the humblest and most insignificant one of them even, "Try to 
elect men to the legislature who will vote to ratify this amendment 
to the Constitution, who will suffer this miserable proposition, 
this sham and bogus proposition, this mean little Republican 
political proposition, to prevail in the mighty soveieign State of 
Missouri." I would scorn to start it, and I do not propose· to start 
it by voting for it here. 

Now, there is the amendment, with whatever of politics is gath
ered about it. It wa.s born of political need, as I said before. I 
do not criticise you gentlemen for trying to make political capital, 
though you really ought not to try to play with both the Constitu
tion and the people. There is a kind of yearning in human nature, 
a kind of instinct-perhaps an instinct of self-preservation-that 
causes people to reach out and grab for that which they think they 
need, causes a drowning man to catch even at a straw, causes a 
man who has a disease that is mortal, if he feels better to-day, to 
persuade himself that he will be still better to-morrow and has 
long years of life before him. No; I do not b1ame you for striving 
to lay up something for the rainy day that is coming for you.. 

Your whole course is tainted with scandal. The American citi
zen who walks through your cbarnel house is forced to hold his 

• l 
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nose because the stenches are many and all of them bad. [Laugh- which it would create would not be few. And if you doubt 
ter on the Democratic side.] No wonder you ·m.·e trying to get whetherthese law-created trusts would have the power to main
some political capital. You legislated about Porto Rico. What tain themseh·es and stifle competition, note that there is but -one 
did you do? Passed :m nn-.American act establishing a despotism railroad road bridge over the Potomac at Washington, and that 
dcwn there, treating the people worse than Spain eyer treated many efforts'"to get Congressional leave to build others have been 
them, disgracing the American name, violating the American defeated, to perpetuate a monopoly. Note how corporations 
honor, bringing the blnl3h -0f shame to the cheek of American which Congress has fastened upon the District of Columbia are 
citizenship. . inftuentialenough to prevent competing companies from securing 

You .stifled yom· own committees. You muzzled the honest an opportunity to compete. This amendment would prove a 
men of your own household. Yon continue the bnYdens of the breeder of trusts. 
w.artaxes. Yourappl'opriations arerecklessa.ndenormous. Your That is puttingofftheresunection a longwhilei that is prolong
pnpils in imperialism have pJ:nndered like the minions of tyrants. ing imprisonment through life; that is inflicting the death pen· 
T-0 what chapter of your republican performances can you turn alty without benefit of clergy. "Wait until yon get this amend· 
and hope for the approvalof the people? I do not chide you·, I do ment ! " When? Who believes you a.re ever going to get it? 
not find fault with you, for this last desperate effort to get some- None of you-none of you. What in the meantime? To evei·y 
thing out of thlsconstitntional amendment. If you get anything attack made upon you, to every appeal directed to you, to every 
out of it, it will be because the American people are far more cry for relief from those in distress, the one answerJ stereotyped, 
stupid than I think they are, and because delusion is much more will come: ".My God, dear people! We can not do anything until 
attractive to them thanpla.in-contlnct and honest a-cts. we get this constitutional amendment;" and then aside, "which, 

Can there be anything in the proposition that because yon label thank God, we never will get u (Laughter and applause on the 
this «anti-trust" we shall not look beyond the name, beyond the Democratic side.) 
label? You have labeled many things other than what they are. Now, do you suppose that the American people merely want 
[Laughter.] Yon have been guilty of false pretep..ses. There is something spectacular in the coming campaign? Do you suppose 
not a package of your political nostrnms that will bear inspection. that the American people are interested in the trust as a show? 
(Laughter.] It may betaken by label, bntitcannotbe by sample, Do yon sup11ose the trust does not go farther and deeper, does not 
much less by test of reasonable quantities. Here is the label: strike harder and afflict longer, than the trivial little passing 
•'Anti-trust Compound." Whythetrustswouldbemorepowerful, things of the hour? Yon have the opportunity to learn what the 
the chances of thetrustswouldbe better, thepowerof the people to American people think and determine. 
meet and overcome them-would be less~ if this amendment of I amnotgoingintothebusinessofprophecy. Itisnotpropheey, 
yours were in the Constitution to-day. · Put this into the Oonsti- it is demonstration, to say that the Ameriean people feel pro· 
tution, and the power of the States is gone. Surely yon draw foundly on this subject, that they will scorn the man or the party 
your power fr.om ·nowhere else. All the gain in the power of of men who in the hour of their extremity-who in their distress
Congrees would be at the expense of the State. who, when they are suffering from mighty wrong, will say to 

'The gentleman from Maine (Mr. LITTLEFIELD) asked me about them "Be patient; wait until we give yon a distinctive Republican 
"concurront,, jurisdiction. The jurisdiction I am in favor of is constitutional amendment; wait until we force into the <.Jonstitu
that which will'insure ample power to the United States if they tion of the United States an amendment which never will get 
lack it. I am ·willing to-vote for an amendment to make sure of there-which we do not design to put there." Gentlemen, do not 
it and to put the :power dearly above and beyond the quibbles trifle too long with the American people. They have been patient 
that y011 make and whkh you urge in the courts. To put it with you. 
beyona your quibbles, to get clear of all criticism as to the want You have refeITed to the war, and talked about saving the 
of power, I am willing to amend; but I am not willing to amend Union; You have had" the old fiag" swung in the air, and have 
so .as to take from forty-five States the power that they now pos- talked about the flag as though it were your flag and not oms 
sess. Each ereate.s corporations at present; each may control also. You have talked about never hauling it down; you have 
them. said "where the flag bas once been raised, there it shall float and 

In my own State and in many other States they are created by float forever." You have attached to you certain blocks of voters 
general law. .A:ny body of peop1e wanting to do something law- -some through ignorance, dense, and dark, and deep-some 
ful and proper, by complying with the requirements of the law through interest and cupidity; you have them secure I presume ; 
may be incorporated. You propose to wipe that away, do you? but there is a great intelligent body of American citizens who 
You p-ropose to take control of these State corporations? You constitntethe majority of the American people. 
propose to say which one of them you will denounce and destroy, Yon a-re presuming to mislead them; you are presuming to get 
if you destroy any of them, which ones you will shelter and pro- again their votes by false pretenses and to lull them into a sense 
tect. I am opposed to that kind of legislation. Talk about con- of security where there is no security. But this is not all. If yon 
current jurisdiction! I am not talking about that jurisdiction should succeed in your schemes the condition of the people, in
which is concurrent until the greater power of the United States stead of remaining the same, with deliverance delayed, will be 
is exercised. much worse. The trust, like most evils, is a progressive evil; the 

It is possible by constitutional -amendment, it :iB feasible and disease is contagious and infections. Trust breeds trust; robbery 
right, if you are going to attempt auonstitntional amendment at encourages and excuses robbery. 
all, to provide that in the Federal realm where the powtirs of the Pretense, hypocrisy, successful delusion of the people, only iu
General GoveTIIIIlent are supreme, the poweT over trusts shall be . vite more of the same thing. Let this deception be rewarded, let 
complete and ample-a.c; I believe it is now-that there shall be no the people be blinded by such pretenses, let them forget their best 
room for question about that-.and in the smaller realm where the interest, and forego their present opportunity, and the time, per
'State has control1 where affairs are more compleb~ly under the haps, will not be far distant when the gentlemen who now talk 
jurisdiction of the peo:ple, there-too power sball be unquestioned. about the trust not being "necessarily bad" and the gent1emen 
With power in the Federal Government, full and ample, to deal who say there is no trust, and the gentlemen who say that if the 
with trusts in the national domain as the Constitution has fixed it, trust is bad they will deal with it, may be emboldened, as they see 
and with full and ample _power remaining in the States to deal, the people more helpless and th~ power of the trust greater ttnd 
,each in its own realm, with :such corporations, where will you the trust more exacting, and its contributions for party purposes 
find shelter for the trusts, providing (and that provision must more satisfactory-they may be encouraged and emboldened to 
al ways be made) that the people -elect to make and to execute say ' ' The trust has come to stay; the trust is not to ba fought; the 
their laws men who will be honest and courageous and faithful? trust is not to be disciplined; the trust is a modem dev-elopment; 

Trusts have ~own within the last three years as they never the trust is a product of this great and mighty power called 
grew before. They are mightier, they bave invaded more new 'progress,' and is the evidence of prospe~ty." 
fields, conquered more new provinces, made more new slaves than Some gentleman talked about "prospenty and the trust." He 
ever before. And yet yon bid the people wait until you get a conceded that the trust lately has grown as never before. He 
constitutional amendment. And such a. constitutional amend- conceded that the growth of the trust has been phenomenal in 
ment! Wait until we get thb:!, not something else; not!omething McKinley's three years, and he said its growth is due to the pros
better; not something that can be supported by the judgment of perity of the country. My friends, do you think the people want 
men; not something that is in the interest of the American citizen. the prosperity that makes the trust? That is the prosperity of 
Wait until you can get this partisan measure; wait until you can which yon are boasting, is it? That is what you mean when you 
get something :stamped" republican;" wait until you can get this talk about 11prosperity abroad in the land?" 
ratified as 'a republican measure; wait untn the Republican party You mean that the trusts are prosperous, that those who bask 
controls three-fourths of the States of the American nation; wait in their smiles and enjoy their favors are prosperous. But there 
11Iltil the Repnblican party gets what it has not now under its are many who are under their ban, who are damned by their 
present leaders-a sincere desire to cure the trust evil. curse, who are robbed at will by the trust as it goes its way. The 

Put your amendment into the Constitution, and then Congress people do not regard that as prosperity. The trust is here, gentle~ 
would ha-ve a monopoly of corporation making. It would create men say, because the country is prosperons, because so much has 
them by special acts, and in making many corporations the trusts been done by the Administration for the country, therefore the 
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trust is here; the trust is the concomitant, the attendant, the 
running mate of Administration prosperity. 

The prosperity which I believe the American people would 
relish and which they ought to have-the only prosperity worthy 
-of the nmie-is the _prosperity that reaches the rank and file of 
American citizenship; the prosperity that brightens the humble 
home, that makes the lot of the humblest man in the land more 
worth living; the prosperity that reaches the industrious man in 
the field, in the shop, in the :store, in the office; the prosperity 
that is broadspread and far-Teaching; the prosperity that raises 
the general level; notthe prosperity thate:rects magnificent build· 
ings where trust offices may be held and the trust magnate may 
dictate to a subservient world below; not the -prosperity that gath
ers millions mto few hands and dispenses charity and hospitality 
here and there; not the prosperitythatmagnifiesthefewandloseB 
Bight of the many; but the prosperity that is an pei·va<ll.ng, the 
prosperity that goes with equality, the prosperity that fosters 
independent manhood, that brightens the sky of childhood, that 
enlarges the horizon of human kind. That is the prosperity that 
is worth having, .and that prosperity is not the breeder of trusts; 
nor is it their offspring. 

That prosperity comes with just 1md equal laws. That pros
perity will dawn upon this country, that prosperi,ty will abide in 
ihis country, when justandequallaws come, and when partiality 
and favoritism, injustice, wrong, and oppression, subterfuge, 
chicanery, ,and pretense are banished these halls by the sovereign 
edict of tbe sovereign people. That is the prosperity which we 
invite. That is the-prosperity which-none of us need shrink from. 
That is the prosperity for which the American citizen longs. 
That is the prosperity for which he plans, for whirih lie works, 
which he earns. Deny it not to him. Do not try to delude him 
into the belief that it may come, not now but in the far-distant, 
uncertain.future, when yon get a miserab1e constitutional amend
ment, a sham, a .fraud, ~na ·a pretense, a snare and :a delusion, A 
hypocritical performance, into the Constitution. no not try to 
delude him into that belief. 

Nearly one hnndred years have passed since any amendments 
to the Constitution were aaopted, saving and excepting only the 
three which came out of the throes of the terrible war between 
the States. Do yon believe that in these piping times of peace an 
amendment which is projected as 11 party amendment, stamped 
as a party amendment, made a party amendment, distiiictively, 
offensively, and proscripth·ely-do yon believe that kind of an 
amendment can go into the Constitution? Is that broad-minded 
statesmanship? Is there in the offering of it a desire to do good to 
anybody or thing except the Republican party and the trusts? 

Now, Mr. S_peaker, I have talked longer than 1 expected to do. 
I do not know that any good comes from .speaking to the House 
upon these questions. I have addressed myself to the House not 
so much at my own C!esire as at the suggestion and request of some 
of my colle.agnes. 

The matter, so far as we are concerned, is with the House. Upon 
that side you can not carryyonr hypocritical amendment through. 
Upon that side you can not submit it to the people.· You cannot 
throw this bit of waste paper to the people. You can 11ot carry 
to them this chaff, and say, -" Here, eat and be strong." Yon can 
not carry to them this wash, and say, "Drink and let your thirst 
be slaked." Jt needs assistance from this side. I for one shall 
not render it. 

If this goes to the people, if this abortion of an amendment is 
thrown in their faces, if this sham, this insult, is offered to them, 
if this attempt at deluding them is to succeed in this House, I at 
least will have the satisfaction ot knowing that I did not further 
the Republican partisan enterp1·ise, that I am not in the bunco 
game, am neither playing it for myself nor .allowing myself to be 
hoodwinked and deluded or coaxed or driven into contributing to 
the Republican relief fund. What credit can yon upon this side 
get for helping the pretenders? What credit-will any of you get 
for voting with the Republican party for such a thing as this 
when they say to you bluntly and offensively, ''Yon shall have 
nothing to do with framing a constitutional .ainendment for sub
mission to your constituents; you must vote for onr amendment 
or vote against it?" · 

Such insolence, such defiance, will have over here an effect far 
different from that which you may have calculated upon. Small 
will be the help yon will get from us in your effort to make capi
tal for your party. We m11 show you that we can vote against 
your sham amendment and that we fear not to do it. For one, I 
will vote against it most gladly, and you will find me in a goodly 
company. [.Applause on the Democratic side.] I have no fear 
about the result when I return to give an account to the people 
who sent me here. They will approve of opposition to your false 
pretenses. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

For three and a quarter years you have been trifling with the 
people while the trusts grew and waxed stronger and stronger and 
more numerous and still morenumerous. Now yon are about to 
be called to account. Yon would like very much to get ~nother 

four years' lease of power. You know you can not get it upon the 
record which you have made, and so you offer a fake record. 
Have you forgotten what Lincoln said? 

You can fool all the people some of the time and some of the people all the 
time, but you can not fool all the people all the time. 

We give over to yon those whom yon can fool all the time, but 
to those whom yon have fooled part of the time-and long enough, 
surely-those whom you can not fool all the time, we shall appeal 
for judgment against you. And in our long indictment place 
will be found for a ch.arge of false pretenses and hypocrisy with 
reference to the trust question. We need not summon witnesses 
to prove yanr guilt; yon are confessing it right here and now. 
13ow your heads and submit to the sentence of your indignant 
sovereign, the_people. Vacate-makewayforBryan and reform. 
[Great applause on the Democratic side.] 

:APPEi.'TDIX. 
Mr. DE Amd:oND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the fol

lowing as the views of the minority: 
[To accompany H.J. Res.lM.] · 

"The unde1"Signed members o! the Committee on the Judiciary do not agree 
with the committee in reporting with a favorable recommendation House 
joint resolution No. 138, 'Proposing an amendment to the Constitution in 
relation to trusts. · 

However desirable it may be to increase the power of Congress over the 
growing and most burdensome evil popularly ltnown as the .. trust," we do 
not eoncede that Congress now is as impotent in the presence of the trust as 
the committee would have us believe; and whatever the power or the lack 
of power of Congress may be, the constitutional amendment recommended 
by the committee is but a feeb1e response to what the committee rega.rd as a 
loud and imperative ca.IL 

If, as we believe to be true, the publie welfare should be the chief concern 
of the legislator, the American people may have ca.use to regret that the 
trnstquestionhas been seized upon for party advantage. Perhaps those who 
are the victims of the trust-and their name is legion, with the number fast 
increasing-when they le&rn the facts about the course of the committee in 
dealing with the subject of amending the Constitution and the law, may con
clude that thfilr protection was less in mind than the advancement of the in
terests of a politic.al party . .Anyhow, the fact is that the members of the 
subcommittee appointed supposedly .for the consideration of the trust sub
ject were divided, by .action of the majority, into two parts along the line of 
political affiliation, those of the majority party to consider w.ha.t the exigen
cies of party politics might demand, and the minority to wait for the deliv
erance of the majority. 

In other words, committeemen of one party only were deemed useful in 
framing the trust amEmdments to the Constitution and the law. A political 
trust was formed to operat-e upon the trust, possibly because the trust may 
be given a. political turn. And after the committee had passed upon the 
wo.r.k of the subcommittee, so well.along was the political unde11iaking that 
a report of thirty-four pages of printed matter was ready to go into the 
House with the proposed Constitutional amendment now before us, on the 
very day that the full committee authorized the making of a report to the 
House. To those at all.familiar with the modus operandi no surprise will be 
occasioned by the statement of the fact that this.long report was not exhibited 
to the .minority, but presented to the House direct by the majority, as if the 
.outting of it in thus and th1:1 .keeping of it under cover until it was put in 
might operate as a party "scoop." 

And then how particular the gent1eIJlen of the majority were lest the 
minority might obtain a few hours' time for the ]>l'epa.ra.tion and filing of 
their views 'Oeyond the period by the majority deemed sufficient from their 
standpoint, and toward the accomplishment of their purposes. If it be said 
that they were somewhat parsimonious in doling out time to the minority 
from eagerness to take up their resolution and get it through the House for 
the relief of a suffering public, one may wonder wh_y_ they did not report 
long ago. So much for the cou.rse of -events so far. Who knows but that if 
there had been a purpose to help the people as a first consideration instead 
of a. -purpose to help the G. 0. P. we might have before the House a. better 
amendment upon which all, in the interest of the people, might agree? 

In journeying toward a conclusion as to whether Congress is so nearly 
powerless as the committee tells us it is, it might be worth 'vhile to inquire 
what efforts have those charged with the enforcement of t.h.e laws made to 
bring to judgment some, or any, of the mvriad of notorious violators of the 
existing antitrust laws? And when we find that the chief of those whose 
duty it is to prosecute offenders against that law persistently "fails and 
refuses" to prosecute amy of them. the query arises most naturally: Are we 
suffering most irom a. lack of law or power to make law, or from a lack of 
officers willing to enforce the law? At least, we should not permit ourselves 
to drop too readily into the notion that we can do nothing subst.antial in the 
way of legislating, or that we have done nothing of consequence in that way, 
so long as we are afilicted with executors of the law who will not so much as 
try to execute it. 

The committee iq>pears to :find a. part of its remedy, a. political part, of 
comse, in amendments to the law which now is upon our statute boOks, un
used for lack of offieers to execute it, though officers are so plentiful that 
they jostle one another in their overcrowding-. And the committee's view 
of the matter (political view, of course) is that the thing needful is to impose 
severer penalties (on paI>er) upon those who are not prosecuted, by amend· 
ing the law so as to ma.ke lt abound in heavier fines, which the prosecuting 
officers of the Government will not try to have assessed, and longer terms 
of imprisonment for the o.ifenders~ whom they will not try to indict. And 
such JS the mixture of politics and .taw. 

The committee report of 3i printed pages contains a. carefully prepared 
treatise upon the protective tariff, to persuade the country (something else 
than persuasion being ampleior the Honse, while trying to make political 
capital for the party which contro1s it} that the tariff has no bearing upon 
the trust evil, and that no blow could be landed upon the modern octopus by 
ta.king away· the efficient agency of the ta.riff, by which, in many instances 
and with respect to many things, monopoly is formed and enabled to wax 
strong and rob. 

For want of time, as well as because we do not believe the people or the 
Congress just now are deeply agitated over the tariff guestion, we shall not 
follow the example set by the committee in inflicting upon the reader, 
whether he be patient or the reverse, a discourse upon that familiar subject. 
But perhaps we might venture to observe1 in passing, that if all protect
ive tariffs were not in tendency and in varymg degrees of accomplishment 
the creators of monopolies many of those who clamor for them so loudly and 
defend them with the zeal of self-interest would soon find themselves too 
busy to write or say anythin~ for them. When an article can be bought for 

• 
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Sl under free trade and a duty of 10 cents is laid upon it, it can no longer be 
bought for less than Sl.10, unless the domestic manufacturer chooses to take 
the entire home market by supplying it for something less than that sum. 
Suppose he charfes Sl.09 for it, and has a monopoly of the market at that 
figure. Now tel us what ha-s enabled him to become a monopolibt, and what 
has given him the 9 cents bonus upon every dollar's worth of goods sold? 

Consider for a moment how the tariff operates to make and perpetuate 
a shameful monopoly, known and felt as the ~·paper trust." The example is 
a familiar one. The sufferers are the proprietors of the smaller newspapers 
and job printing offices, and the poorer people whose employment and wages 
are reduced and whose supply of readingmatter is curtailed. The gainers are 
afewmillionaire monopolists. Remove the DingleytarllI duty from the paper 
and from the pulp from which it is made and the trust would at once be 
forced to loosen its villainous clutch upon the throat of American energy. A 
simple little bill would accomplish thiS reform, but -the bills introduced for 
that purpose can not be considered, for reasons deemed good and sufficient 
from a political standpoint. 

Examples might be multipled at great length, but the one given may suf
fice. And meanwhile we have the assurance of the Judiciary Committee 
that it is yery erroneous to suppose that the tariff has or can have anything 
to do with trusts. Not only that, but we are warned to avoid the great dan
ger from which, possibly, there would be no escape if we should try to help 
our countrymen by ta.king from some notorious and grinding trust here and 
there the support which the tariff affords it in its nefarious work. And who 
but the author of the committee report and its sponsors would ever have 
tracked to its lair the monster agawt which we are so solemnly warned? 

The impending danger, to be avoided, we are told, only by continuing to 
support the protective tariff, is that if we repeal the tariff with respect to 
anything on which the trusts are growing fat and the people lean, we invite 
the formation of a world-wide trust. And yet, notwithstanding this sage 
counsel, let us wonder whether if we were rid of some of our persecutors 
here at home we might not have a brief season of relief while the new world
wide trust would be engaged in the work of creating itself. These gentle
men comfort the patient by advising him that it is not worth while for him 
to try to get well, because there are or may be diseases somewhere with 
which he has not ;vet been afilicted. 

The country is vretty well acquainted with the workings of the antilot
tery laws, and is not a stranger to the "fraud" orders through which mail 
privileges are denied to a good many swindlers from time to time, with great 
satisfaction and benefit, upon the whole, to the honest portion of the com
munity. Now, we believe that just what is done to the lesser culpri~ !Jy 
means of antilottery laws and the fraud orders of the postal authontles 
might be done also to the arch culprits who operate through the agency of 
the trust. To put it mildly, what objection can there be. except from the 
trusts or in a political way from those who hope to profit by the friendship 
of the trusts, to trying the simple experiment of extending to them the laws 
under which we close our mails against the lottery and the swindler? But 
we are not able to do this, can not make this plain and simple effort for the 
relief of the people, because the committees of this House Will not consider 
and report upon the bills introduced to accomplish any of the needed reforms 
to which we have alluded. The trusts, of course, are opposed to any and all 
legislation which might be effective for their restraint, and, as is vainfully 
apparent, the trusts are not without support when and where it is useful. 

Some insist that the taxing power of the Government, so generally em
ployed for purposes good, bad, and indll!erent, might be turned to good ac
count in dealing with the trust. They ~Y it would be unneces;;ar-y: to use 
this great power to the full extent to which the use or abuse of it rmght go 
by ma.king it the means of destroying the trusts; that ~ely employed it 
would serve to give pn blicity to trust operations-and the bght would be bad 
for them-and would also bring much revenue to the Treasury, while making, 
in the imposition of heavy taxes, the way of the trust transgressor hard. But, 
of course, those who have the power to thus check the trusts would scorn to 
tax them and put the tax money into the public Treasury. 

Then there is the monopoly which finds shelter under the patent laws. 
How easy would it be to provide for 131-eaking up such monopolies, while leav
ing to the inventor everything to which he lS entitled. The exclusive right 
accorded to inventors in their discoveries and inventions could be for much 
shorter periods than now provided1 and the price and terms of disposal could 
be controlled for a longer succeeding period, during which, subject to such 
control, to prevent the esta~lis~ent and co~tinua.nce of :i:non_opolies, ~ven
tors might enjoy the exclusive nghts for which the·Const1tutionprovides. 

Our conclusion. then, is that if the existing laws were enforced much 
would be done toward lessening the trust evil; but those whose duty it is to 
enforce these laws will not perform that duty. 

Our further conclusion is that if the existing laws were amended so a.s to 
place upon the free !~st articles of prime necessity, notoriously controlled as 
to quality, quantity, and price by trusts, and if the antilottery laws and fraud 
regulations were applied to the trusts, so that the worst and best known of 
them, at least, could no~ employ our c9untry's mail for the transaction. of 
their plundering operations, much relief would be afforded to a snffermg 
people. We believe, too, that thi:-ough the power to tax ~ufact~ring .and 
other monopolies, and by amendmg the patent laws. additional relief might 
come. If we are wrong about all this, th~ trial of :what we suggest, but ~~t 
the committee will not have, would be mexpensive and harrilless, while it 
would at least afford us the satisfa-etion of knowing that we honestly tried to 
do something for the relief of our constituents. We might pursue the sub
ject further, but we are content to leave this branch of it, with the hope that 
the candid man who would like to serve his country, and who is content to 
serve his party by serving his country, will believe that we surely do not 
sug&"est less for the public good than does the committee, with whose con
clusions we do not agree. 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 

It is quite easy to propose amendments to the C~nstitution, but it is w9rth 
while to remember that for nearly a century that mstrument has remamed 
unchanged except by three amendments, all of which came out of the throes 
of the awful war between the States. Refl.ectin.g upon this _pot~nt fact, one 
can hardly hope or dread anything upon the su bJect of Constitutional amend
ments. And those who essay to amend the Constitution ought to know why 
they would amend it, and how they would amend it. lf the trust scourge is 
so severe and deadly that more power must be drawn from the storehouse 
of the people to enable us to deal with it effectiveJy, the amendment to the 
Constitution by means of which that power is to be secured ought to be free 
from some of the more common sort of blemishes. Now, let us look at the 
proposed amendment which the committee has indorsed at much length: 

The coillIDlttee appears to have been deeply, if not profoundly, impressed 
with the conviction that a constitution is about as erratic as a comet, and yet 
may be sent almost anywhere. Hence, they proceed at the outset to fix its 
orbit, or rather to fix the orbit of t~at part of it which they set ou~ to 
fashion. Section 1 of the proposed su:teenth amendment would carry mto 
the Constitution this guide togooddep<?rtmentfortbe sixteenth amendment: 

"All powers conferred by this article shall extend. to the several States, 
the Territories the District of Columbia, and all territory under the sover
eignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States." 

• 

• 

Of course it used to be enough to amend the Constitution, trusting to the 
amendment and the old Constitution to jog along together without special 
instructions to either. It was thought, and the language of the Constitution 
is to blame for the error if an error it is or was, that a.n amendment became 
part and pai·cel of the Constitution; that the Constitution at a particular 
time was perhaps partly the work of its original framers and part of it the 
work of their descendants, but altogether the Constitution. Iri that ancient 
view, of course, there was no place for such a declaration as that just quoted 
from the amendment which our brethren of the committee commend to the 
favorable c6nsideration of the House. . 

It may be difficult to fathom the meaning of this novel provision, and it is 
to be hoped that those who evolved it or mvented it or discovered it will 
leave upon record ere they go hence just what they do mean. Possibly, for 
high and potent reasons of party, they may withhold the exposition for a 
time, at least and so we may speculate a little about it. 

Let us venture the guess that the :profound purpose is to provide for in
vading the lair of the octopus in far distant lands, to which the old Constitu
tion now can not journey, but to which by this modern device the sixteenth 
amendment will be sent. If there be some magic in these quoted words 
potent enough to carry this coming sixteenth amendment to dizzy heights 
and depths profoundJ to which but for them it never could reach, why not 
wave the magic wana of words over the whole instrument and sprout wings 
strong enough to bear it in its entirety to the misty realms, present and 
prospective, dimly outlined in the words, "and all territory under the sover
eignty and subject to the j'Clrisdiction of the United States?" 

If the sacrilegious suspicion were harbored that the Constitution in all its 
parts would navigate just as far and just as well without this formula, on_e 
would ·be impelled to pause and inquire, Why this mummery? Could it be 
possible for any person to answer that (for political reasons, perhaps) there 
might be a more or less cunning purpose to put upon the Constitution, by 
means of these words, a construction to the effect that it was necessary to 
give wings to the sixteenth amendment, the Constitution up to and includ· 
ingthe fifteenth amendment, as in and by this sixteenth amendment author· 
itively declared must be wingless. If our brethren of the committee really 
believe that the Constitntion can not get or operate beyond State lines, except 
it be "extended" by Congress, still why this extension by Constitutional 
amendment of the amendment by which the extension is made, and nothing 
else? Can this marvelous precaution and discriminii.tion be traced to a con
viction or an apprehension that there may be "territory under the sover· 
eignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States," to which Con
gress would not be willing to "extend" even so much of the Constitution as 
ma_y be em bodied in the sixteenth amendment? 

Now, we believe that Congress has no power over the Constitution, but 
that the Constitution is all powerful over Congress. We believe that Con
gress can not free itself for a moment from constitutional r estraints, and 
that wherever and however Congressional energy may be displayed, the 
guardian Constitution must be present and controllin~. We believe that 
Congress can not "extend" the Constitution or restram the Constitution, 
but that the Constitution. as the superior and controlling force, must ever 
restrain Congress and mark the bounds beyond which it can not go. Enter
taining these views, of course we are not willing to put into the Constitution 
a provision which would give color to a modern political reading of our 
suv.reme law, for the purpose of sanctioning the establishment and perpe
tuity, under our flag, of the British colonial system;so abhorrent to the 
fathers who, having freed themselves from the tyranny of that system-J 
made our great Constitution as the best means of securing liberty ana 
republiCtJ.n institutions for themselves and their desceDdants until time shall 
be no more. 

The long report by which the deliverance of the committee is supported 
is filled with arguments for Federal control of trusts and of all the corpora
tions and combinations in which they live, move, and have their being. State 
rights are spoken of lightly, and yet here and there through the report we 
find the assurance, in words, that the _proposed amendment will not take 
from the States anything but the power to make laws in conflict with the 
Federal statutes. 

Now our belief, drawn from the Constitution itself, has been and still is 
that even now the Constitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof are 
controlling over St.ate legislation. If this old and widely desseminated view 
be correct, there does not appear to be much occasion for specification, in the 
report, as to the l>reservat1on of the powers of the States. And we submit 
that something might be said for State rights. Local self-government rests 
upon State rights. Through State rights the people manage their own home 
affairs in their own wav, each locality providing for its welfare according to 
its wants and condition. But State rights need not be involved in the dis
cussion, and we leave them for considerat\_on at a more convenient season. 

The proposed amondment would take power from the States and lodge it 
in Congress, with the proviso that if the States could find something left 
when all had been taken away they might make use of what they might find 
where there remains nothing to be found. 

.EXP,erience has shown conclusively that the devices. of the t!ust are i¥roost 
infinite, its resources unbounded1 and the talent at its service the highest 
that money can buy. Some of this talent is employed in sleepless effort to 
circumvent the lawmakers, and to corrupt, terrorize, weaken,"and destroy 
all who happen in the way of trust schemes. The trust has become a great 
factor in politics, and how many honest voters are overborne by it no one 
could state with a-ecuracy, but certainly the total is appalling. 

Men and parties put into power and kept there by trust money and trick
ery may not unnaturally continue to prove subserVJ.ent to the trust and neg
lectful of popular rights. Then, why is it not well, if the Constitution is to 
be amended, to make sure that the people may meet and overcome their pow
erful enemy in whatever field he may appear, provided always that they can 
elect to Congress and to the State leipslatures enough men who will regard 
them more highly than the trust? Give the Congress full control over trusts 
and deprive the States of control, and then the trust has but to control Con
gres~. or, failing in that, to take refuge under the State made powerless to 
deal with it, and safety and the contmued prosperity of condoned robbery 
are secured to it. 

But if all tbe power of the nation as well as all the power of each State may 
be directed against the trust, we may, let us hope, be able to cope with the 
giant and dispose of the monster as the good of the I>_eople shall require. 

DAVID A. DE ARMOND. 
S. W. T. LANHAM. 
WM. H . FLEMING. 
W.L.TERRY. 
WM. ELLIOTT. 
HENRY D.CLAYTON. 
D.H.SMITH. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemau from Arkansas has six mi_n· 
utes remaining. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield that time to the gentleman from Massa· 
chusetts [Mr. McCaLL]. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire all of the time 
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which has been accorded me. I think it was understood that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] was to have a por
tion of it, and so I will not consume all of it, and what I do not 
use IwilJ yield backtothegentlemanfromArkansas [Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. Speaker, with regard to the two propositions pending be
fore the House, I intend to vote in favor of the bill which Con
gress has the power to enact, and which will immediately have 
effect, and I intend also to vote against this proposed amendment 
to the Constitution which at the most will keep the word of 
promise to the ear, but break it to the hope. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] · 

I shall occupy the very few minutes that I have through the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Arkansas in stating the reasons 
which influence my vote against this amendment. 

Let us not deceive ourselves about this proposition. This amend
ment is not simply aimed at trusts and monopolies, but it has 
application to every form of individual combination, and in my 
judgment it confers upon Congress the power to strike a most 
deadly blow at individual liberty. [Applause.] Just consitier 
for a moment the phraseology of the second section. It seems to 
me there can be no doubt that it covers almost the entire field of 
business and production. That section declares that Congress 
shall have the power to define, regulate prohibit, and dissolve 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form 
of corporations or otherwise. 

If two blacksmiths or two tailors combine together in their 
trades, or if two owners each of $10 unite their capital in a com
mon venture, that clearly is a combination. That is within one 
of the primary meanings of the word, and if there is any doubt 
about it, there is this singular provision in this amendment that 
Con~ress shall have the power to "define" what a combination is; 
and if it declares anything to be a combination and uses the term 
in any sense in which it has ever been fairly employed, that will 
be held to be a combination. So that this amendment involves 
practical control of all the capital of the country; it involves con
trol of all the labor organizations of the country, and of any co
partnership or union of two or more men for any business pur
pose whatever. 

Now, the wealth of this country to-day is nearly $90,000,000,000, 
most of it in some form of combination or other. And then there 
is that far more magical and potent capital which is found in the 
brains and bodies of our people, and we propose, and it seems to 
me it is an amazing proposition, to confer upon the Congress of 
the United States full and complete jurisdictionover·an thesepro
ductive energies. Even with these enormous interests dealt with 
in forty-five different capitals and dissipated and scattered through
out the country, they are yet strong enough too often to break 
down the resistance of human nature and produce corruption. 
And what will be the effect if we concentrate upon one body of 
men more than one-third of all the capital of the world and all 
these other tremendous influences? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, i& there a gentleman here who does not be
lieve in his heart that if this power is conferred.upon Congress 
the most corrupt, the rottenest place in the universe will be 
found right here in the city of Washington? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] . Mr. Speaker, it will be time enough to talk 
about constitutional amendments when we shall have employed 
all those weapons against trusts that now exist in our constitu
tional armory. [Applause.] I think we are bound to use our 
best judgment in a matter of this importance; I think that we 
who begin the process of amending the Constitution are just as 
much charged with responsibility as they who end it, and even 
more, because, having cast our votes for it, there goes with our 
votes the influence of our example. I find myself, therefore, un
able to consent to put in our organic law this proposed amend
ment, which, if finally adopted, would, it seems to me, have the 
effect of ultimately overturning free institutions in this country. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] · 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. There is no.time left to the gentleman from 
Arkansas. · 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent for the indulgence 
of the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The &entleman from New York asks the in
dulgence of the House for one m.inute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I trust I am old enough in 

political life to know a wolf in sheep's clothing. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] There is one here more ravenous than the 
one that attacked the child of Llewellyn. Under the guise of an 
effort to destroy the trusts this is really a measure drawn in their 
interests. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is being used 
to tide over a Presidential election. The House will pass it, and 
the Senate lay it away until after the election. I know that 
William J. Bryan is alleged to have advocated a constitutional 
amendn:ent to down the trusts, but this in its terms no more re-

sembles his than a deck of cards resembles a Bible. ~aught.er.] 
I would a-a soon drink a cocktail made out of nitric acid under the 
guise of a soda cocktail as to vote for this resolution. [Laughter.] 
N Q man in his right senses, it appears to me, can eat asafetida and 
fancy it molasses candy. I stand by the action of the Democratic 
caucus. fProlonged applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. :rtfr. Speaker, we have just heard again 
from Tammany Hall. Last night we heard from that same organ
ization, and I then had read from the Clerk's desk and put in the 
RECORD, or handed to the Reporters to be put in the RECORD, an 
article from the Evening Star. This morning my remarks made 
at the time and the article read did not appear, and I ascertained 
that a representative of this same organization had abstracted 
it from the custody of the Reporters and had it in his possession. 
A short time since I gave notice, and it was returned. I now send 
it again to the Clerk's desk and ask to have it again read and ask 
to have the Reporters see to it that it goes where it belongs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman ought to give us 
the name when he talks about "abstracting." 

Mr. RAY of New York. If yoti want the name, I will give it 
to you. 

Mr. SULZER. I will answer you if you refer to me. 
Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York, Mr. 

SULZER. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 
-Mr. SULZER. I will answer yon now and deny what you say, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Evening Star, Washington, May 30, 1900-

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. 
The Clerk continued to read, as follows: 

TRUSTS AND POLITICS. 

The difficulty in the_way of making trusts a partisan question for this 
year's campaign purposes has just been illustrated in a very pointed way in 
New York. 

A Mr. Coler, a recent graduate into local politics from a Brooklyn count
ing-room, had evolved_ a plan for dealing with the trust evil, and had secured 
some approval of it. Chairman JONES, of the Democratic national com
mittee, to whom it had been submitted, had spoken favorably of it, and 
David B. Hill, it was understood, had been so much impressed that he had 
consented to its incorporation into the New York State platform. In turn 
it was then to be presented at Kansas City and made a part of the Demo
cratic national platform. It really looked as if one difficult feature of the 
situation had been disposed of. . 

But at this time-a most unfortunate time-came the disclosures in the 
case of the New York ice trust. If ever there was a trust that is one. It is a 
monopoly; it controls prices, and it exercises its power to grind the people. 
Upon the approach of summer it puts up })rices on an article absolutely nec
essary to health and comfort in a crowded city 100 per cent. A publisbe_d 
list of stockholders shows that a number of prominent Tammany officeholders 
are interested, and the record also shows that this trust enjoys valuable 
privileges at. the water front of the city which looks suspiciously like favor-
itism. · 

Of course, if there is anything of value in Mr. Coler's remedy it is not im
paired on seneral principles by this disclosure. A trust is a ~rust1 no matter 
its origin, its officers, its beneficiaries, or what not; and where it IS operated 
against the rights and interests of the public it should be suppressed. That 
is plain, and it likewise is the general demand. But the proposition of Mr. 
Coler and his party friends is that trusts are not only an outcom.e ot Repub
lican policies, but that Re;publicans a.lone are in league witli them and are 
benefiting by them. Rehef, as they insist, can only come through Demo
cratic agencies. If the people would throw off this shackle and enjoy the 
blessings of unrestrained trade among themselves they mnst bring in Mr. 
Bryan and all that he stands for. . ' 

And yet here is a trust which certainly can not be traced to the protective 
tariff, and is operated largely for the benefit .of leading Democrats of .Mr. 
Coler's own locality. Trusts as a. party shibboleth will hardly deceive the 
people. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield-
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 

privilege. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I yield the balance of the time
Mr. SULZER." Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 

privilege. · · 
Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). To the gentleman from 

Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD]. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The gentleman from New York-- · 
The SPEAKER. Wait a moment. The gentleman will state 

his question of personal privilege. 
Mr. SULZER. My question of personal privilege is this: The 

gentleman from New York can not make an assault on me with
out having .me repel it. I demand an opportunity to deny his 
charge. He says that I abstracted-

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I raise--
Mr. SULZER. He says that I abstracted that newspaper article 

from the RECORD. I deny it. He kno~s I did not do it, and he 
knows when he said that that he told an untruth. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] · 

Mr. RAY of New York. I stand by what I said. · 
Mr. SULZER. I had a debate last night with the gentleman 

from New York- . 
Mr. RAY of New York. I insist-
Mr. SULZER. After the debate was over the reporters handed 
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me the notes. It was late and I did not look over the notes last 
n~t, and the messenger who collects them was not notified and 
did not come to my house. I brought them here this morning 
and gave them to the reporter just as I received them, and the 
gentleman knows it; and when he makes that mean, contempti
ble, insinuating charge, I repel it, and aharacterize it as it ought 
to be characterized. 

I say that no one on the floor of the House except a trust agent, 
such as he is, a tool, a machine man, an autOmaton, would make 
that kind of a statement. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized. · 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York who 
has just taken his seat knows, and the De.mocratic side of this 
House knows, that I sent the Reporters to that gentleman repeat
edly this morning to get the ru.·ticle, and they failed to get it until 
after hours of e:ff ort 1 rose upon this floor and threatened to bring 
the matter to the attention of this House. 

Mr. SULZER. Tell me-
Mr. RAY of New York. I yield the rest of the time on our 

side until 5 o'clock to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE· 
FIELD]. 

Mr. SULZER. You refuse to let me be heard. You answer 
whether you are a trust agent or not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. The Ser
geant-at-Arms will take charge of the gentleman if he speaks 
again. The Chair indulged the gentl~man to make a statement, 
and he must now suspend. 

[Mr. LITTLEFIELD ~dressed the House. See Appendix.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ments offered by the committee. Is there a separate vote de
manded? 

Mr. TERRY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas will state it. 
Mr. TERRY. Is it in order to offer any amendment or a sub-

stitute for the joint resolution? 
The SPEAKER. It is not under the rule adopted by the House. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any of the committee amend
ments? If not, the Chair will submit them in gross. 

The question was taken; and the committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and the joint resolution was ordered 
to be en~ossed and read a third time; and it was read the third 
time. . 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the joint 
resolution. 

1.Ir. RAY of New York. On that, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 154, nays 132, 
answered" present" i1, not voting 56; as follows: 

Adanrs, 
Aldrich 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Baker, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Bontell, ill. 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleig~ 
Burton, 
Butler 
Calder head, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Cla1·ke. N. H. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 
COOP.er, Wis. 
Cor~ 
Consin.s, 
Crome1·, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cushmant 
Dahle. WlS. 
Dalzell, 
Davenport, S. A. 
Davidson, 

YEAS-IM. 

Dick, 
Dolliver, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Faris 
Fletcher, 
Foss 
Fowler, 
Freer, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gibson, 
Gill, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hamilton, 
Hangen, 
Hawley. 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemon way, 
Henry, Conn. 
ifilYbnrn, 
Hitt'. 
Hoffecker, 
Howell, 
Hull, 
Jack, 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 
Kahn, 
Ketcham. 

Knox, 
Lacey, 
Lane, 
Lawrence, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Loudenslager, 
Lovering, 
Lybrand, 
McCleary, 
McPherson, 
Marsh, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell. 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Mudd, 
Naphen, 
Needham, 
Newlands, 
OGrady, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet. 
Parker, N. J. 
Payne, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Pearre, 
Phillips, 
Prince, 
Pngh, 
Rayt.N. Y. 
Reeaer, 

~ves, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Russell, 
Scudder, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman. 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

mith, H. c. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn.. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thropp, 
Tongue, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wise, 
Wright, 
Young, 
The Speaker. 

Adamson, 
Allen,K_y. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 
Barber, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Bnrnett, 
Caldwell, 
Chanler, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 
Crowley, 
Cummings, 
Davenport, S. W. 
Darts, 
De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 

Bankhead, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 

NAYS-133. 
De Vries, Lanham, 
Denny, Lassiter, 
Dinsmore, Latimer, 
Dougherty, Lentz, 
Driggs, Lester, 
Elliott, Levy, 
Finley, Lewis, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. Little, 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. Livingston, 
Fitzpatrick, Lloyd, 
Fleming, Loud, 
Foster, McCall 
Gaines, McClellan, 
Gaston, McLain, 
Gilbert, McRae, 
Glynn, Maddox, 
Gordon. May, 
Green, Pa.. Meekison, 
Griffith, Meyer, La. 
GHr!ggs, · Miers. Ind. 

all, Moon, 
Hay, Muller, 
Henry, Miss. Neville, 
Henry, Tex. Noonan, 
Howard, Otey, 
Jett, Pierce, Tenn. 
Johnston, Quarles. 
Jones, Va. Ransdell, 

Ki
lqntcg'· Rhea, Ky. 

~hill, Rhea, Va. 
Kleberg, Richardson, 
Kluttz, Ridgely, 
Lamb, Riordan, 

·ANSWERED "PRESENT "-11. 
Capron, Mann, 
Grow, Morris, 
Linney, Packer, Pa.. 

NOT VOTING-56. 

Rixey, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
Ryan,N. Y. 
Shafroth. 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Smitb,Ky. 
Snodgra , 
Spight, 
Stallings, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stokes, 
Snlzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Terry, 
Thomas. N. 0. 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. E. w :illia.ms, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Zenor, 
Ziegler. 

Southard, 
Wilson, S. O. 

Acheson, Davey, McCulloch. Slayden, 
Allen, Miss. Dayton, McDowell, Small 
Atwater, Dovener, Mahon, Smith, ID. 
Barham, Driscoll, Norton, Ohio Smith, Wm. Alden 
Berry. For®ey, Norton, S. a Sparkman, 
Boutelle, Me. Fox, Pearson, Sprague, 
Broussard. Gamble, Polk, . Stewart, N. J. 
Bllll, Gayle. Powers, Tompkins, 
Burke, 'rex. Hopkins, Robb, Turner, 
Carmack. Jenkins, Robertson, La.. Vandiver, 
Catchings, Kerr, Ruppert, Vreeland, 
Crnmp, Landis, Ryan, Pa. Weaver, 
Cusack, Littauer, Salmon, }Yeymonth, 
Daly, N. J. McAleer, Shackleford, White. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the joint reso-
lution was not agreed to. · 

The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. CAPRON with Mr. SLA.YD&..~. 
:Mr. BARHAM with Mr. TURNER. 
Mr. CRUMP with l\Ir, ATWATER. 
Mr. MORRIS with Mr. McCULLOCH. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER, 
Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. NORTON of-Ohio. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. CARMACK. 
Mr. POWERS with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
l\Ir; WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD, 
Mr. DOVE1'.""ER with Mr. CATCHINGS, 
Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. CUSACK. 
Mr. LINNEY with Mr. ROBB, 
Mr. LITT.AUER with Mr. RUPPERT. 
Mr. WEAVER with Mr. NORTON of South Carolina. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois with Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BULL with Mr. BURKE of Texas. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN Smrn with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDOWELL. 
Mr. PACKER of Pennsvlvania with Mr. POLK. 
For this day: · 
Mr. DAYTON with Mr. DAVEY, 
Mr. FORDNEY with Mr. VANDIVER, 
Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. GAYLE. 
Mr. PEARSON with Mr. SALMON. 
Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. TOMPKINS with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. S::u:ALL, 
Mr. ACimSoN with Mr. ALLE~ of Mississippi. 
Mr. KERR with Mr. BERRY, 
On this vote: 
Mr. MAHON with Mr. MAl\"N, 

) 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Mr. BROMWELL. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman 

from Ohio, Mr. l\fcDowELL, voted? 
The SPEAKER. He did not. 
Mr. BROMWELL. I have a general pair with him. As I have 

voted, I ask to withdraw my vote and be marked "present." 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Ivoted "aye," but finding I am paired with 

my colleague, Mr. NORTON of Ohio, I desire to withdraw my vote. 
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Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I was paired with the gentleman 

from Missouri, Mr. VA~'DIVER; but that pair was transferred to 
the ~entleman from Ohio, :Mr. MORGAN. I ·am now marked 
"prc:sent, n but I desfre to be recorded in the affirmative. . 

Mr . .MORRIS. I am paired with the gentleman from Arkansas, 
:rtir. McCULLOCH; therefore I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
marked "present." . 

Mr. CORLISS. My colleague, Mr. WM •. ALDEN SMITH, has tele
graphed to me that he is unable to be present and is paired. He 
desires me to state that if present. he would vote "aye." 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am paired with the gentleman from Ver
mont, Mr. POWERS. I therefore wish to withdraw my vote and 
be recorded "present." If the gentleman from Vermont were 
here, I would vote "no." 

Mr. CAPRON. In the absence of the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. SLAYDEN, with whom I am paired, I desire to withdraw my 
vote and be marked "present." . 

Mr. LINNEY. I voted under a misapprehension. I now recall 
the fact that I am paired with the gentleman from Missom·i, Mr. 
ROBB. I withdraw my vote and ask to be marked" present." 

The name of the Speaker was called by his direction; and he 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. At the proper time I desire a. re
capitulation of this vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks a recapitulation is unneces
sary as the vote is not a close one. On this question the yeas are 
154, the nays 133; answering present 10. Two-thirds not having 
voted in the affirmative, the resolution is disagreed to. [Applause 
on the Democratic side]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SE~ATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Puw, one of its clerks, an
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

H. R. 852. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Cooper; 

H. R. 538. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Winch; 

H. R. 1570. An act granting a pension to Susie Margarite Lan-
drum; 

H. R. 1748. An act granting a pension to Ellen V. McCleery; 
H. R. 1797. An ad granting a pension to Jane Lucas; 
H. R. 1801. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 

Biddle; 
H. R. 2020. An act granting a pension to Clarrissa Carruth; · 
H. R. 2126. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Capehart; 
H. R. 2726. An act granting a pension to James A. Root; 
l:I. R. 3082. An act granting an increase 'of pension to Joseph 

H. Sparks; 
H. R. 3495. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi G. 

Wilgus; . 
H. R. 3513. An act granting a pension to Edwin Hurlburt; 
H. R. 3869. An act granting a pension to Joseph H. Hamrick; 
H. R. 4424. An act granting a pension to Isaac N. Jennings; 
H. R. 5192. An act granting a pension to Louise Adams; 
H. R. 5549. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 

~~on; . 
H. R. 5695. An act granting a pension to Matilda Reeves; 
H. R. 5929. An act ~ting an increase of pension to Barton 

Acuff; 
B. R. 6164. An act granting a pension to Julia Traynor; 
H. R. 6091. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Fullerton; 
H. R. 6352. An act granting a pension to Lizzie B. Leitch; 
H. R. 6425. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Wendell; 
H. R. 6559. An act granting an increase of pension to Gene

vieve Laighton; 
B. R. 6564. An act granting a pension to Anna M. Starr; 
H. R. 6919. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Blanchard; 
H. R. 6990. An act granting a pension to Patrick O'Donnell; 
H. R. 7145. An act granting a pension to Catharine Slayton; 
H. R. 7186. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 

Doss, alias Harry S. Doss; 
H. R. 7588. An act granting a pension to Robert Patterson; 
H. R. 7852. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 

M. Brown; 
H. R. 8044. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

M. Barrett; 
H. R. 8211. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Shulmire; 
H. R. 8235. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

:Metcalf; 
H. R. 8236. An act granting an increase of pension to Jam.es M. 

Dennison; 

H. R. 8404. An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
A. Lewis; 

H. R. 8476. An act granting a pension to Christopher Costello; 
H. R. 8536. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Anderson, jr.; . ~ 
H. R. 8592. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Fields; 
H. R. 9424. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

Cronk; 
H. R. 9419. An act granting a pension to Henrietta P. Cotter; 
H. R. 9236. An act granting an increase of pension to Herman 

S. Soules; 
H. R. 9194. An act granting a pension to Sarah C. Upham; 
H. R. 9175. An act granting an increase of pension to Stella B. 

Armstrong; 
H. R. 8992. An act granting a pension to Margaret J. Kibble; 
H. R. 8888. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

O'Connor; 
H. R. 8885. An act granting an increase of pension to Sara H. 

M. Miley; 
H. R. 9752. _An act granting a pension to Margaret Thornberry; 
H. R. 9775. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

A. Hempstead; 
H. R. 9826. An act granting an increase of pension to Rns8ell 

Moore; 
H. R. 9915. An act granting a pension to Madison T. Trent; 
H. R. 104:12. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

B. Abbott; 
H. R. 10443. An act granting a pension to Anna C. White; 
H. R. 10455. An a-0t granting an increase of pension to Bertha 

C. Kimball; 
H. R. 10581. An act granting a pension to Joseph B. McGahan; 
H. R. 9740. An act granting a pension to Sophia A. Lane; 
B. R. 10612. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 

Harden: 
H. R. · 10719. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza.beth 

S. Seymour; and 
H. R. 10870. An a-Ot granting a pension to Herbert J, Graff. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 

following resolution: 
Resolved, Tha.£ the Secretary be directed to request the Honse of Repre· 

sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 9003) to authorize the Com· 
missioner of the Genera.I Land O.flice to dispose of Choctaw orphan Indian 
lands in Mississippi. and to make appropriation for executing act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1898. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secre
tary, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10450) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the .fisc.al year 
ending J nne 30, 1901, and for other purposes, and had still further 
insisted upon its am.endlnents Nos. 50, 51, 52, and 53, disagreed 
.to by the House of Representatives, had fmther disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the amendments of the Senate nuµi
bered 9 and 58, had asked a further conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. HALE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TILLMAN as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLtiTION REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
proper committee as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 62: 
Resolved by tlte Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of 

each of the remaining volumes of the Philippine Commission's reJ>Orl there 
shall ~ J?rinted and bound 1,500 copies of each for the use of the Philippine 
Comnussion; 

That, for the special use of the Department of State, there be printed of 
the full report 200 copies on 70-ponnd paper and bound in half moroco, and 
500 copies of the second and subsequent volumes, to be bound in brown cioth, 
uniform with the first volume, for distribution by the Department of State. 

That of th~ supvlement to the commission's report there be printed, for 
the use of the Department of State, 1,500 copies in royal octavo and bound in 
half morocco: Provided, That the printing and binding of the report of the 
Philippine Commission, under the concurrent resolution of February 23, 1900, 
shall not include this supplement--
to the Committee on Printing, 

ADDITIONAL MESSENGER, CLERKS, ETC. 

Mr. JOY, on behalf of the Committee on Accounts, called up 
for consideration the following privileged resolutions; which were 
respectively read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the cha.i.rman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to appoint two additional clerks to said committee for 
the remainder of the session, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House at the rate of $6 per day. 

Resolved, Tha.t the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized 
and empowered to employ for the remainder of the session two bicycle mes
sengers for day and night service between the enrolling room of the Clerk's 
office and the Government Printing Office, to be paid each out of the con· 
tingent fund of the House of Representatives, at $.5 per day. 
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R, C. KILMARTIN, 

Mr. JOY also called up, on behalf of the Committee on Ac
counts, a resolution, which was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to R. C. Kilmartin, 
the sum of $266.67, being the amount due him as clerk of the late Sydney P. 
Epes, and from the death of said Epes to the election of Hon. FRANCIS R. 
LASSITER. 

The amendments proposed by the committee were read, making 
the resolution read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, andish. ereby, 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to R. O. Kilmartin 
the sum of $106.45. being the amount due him as clerk of the late Repre
sentative Sydney P. Epes. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the resolution as amended 
was adopted. 

EVENING SESSION FOR INDIAN BILLS, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of 
the resolution which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Honse now take a recess until 8 o'clock p. m., 'and that 

the evening session be devoted to the consideration of the bill (H. R.11820) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and 
also the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Mus
cogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; and that when said 
bills are disposed of the House shall adjourn, but not later than 10.30 p. m.; 
no other business being in order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to inauire whether this resolution 

is presented with the unanimous approval of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is; and the bills are backed up by the In
terior Department. 

Mr. KITCHIN, A parliamentary inquiry, If the resolution 
be adopted, can any business except that mentioned in the reso
lution be transacted to-night? 

'l'he SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. · 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Can it be done by unanimons consent, in 

spite of the agreement of the House, as stated in the resolution, 
that only those two bills should be considered to-night? 

The SPEAKER. The House can do by unanimous consent 
whatever it pleases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say--
Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution distinctly states that noth

ing else shall be done, and it is upon that condition that the Honse 
consents. 
. The SPEAKER. Bnt the House this evening could change that 
arrangement, if it desires, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chair
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs if this embodies the prop
osition to deny to these Cherokee Indians the right to their mineral 
lands? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. LITTLEl, who I see is on his feet, to answer that question. · 

Mr. LITTLE. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that this 
amendment was added to the bill, but I think I am able to say to 
the gentleman that it never will be adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I hope the gentleman from Indiana 

will not object. My mail is burdened with appeals from people 
down in that country asking for some settlement of this matter. 

Mr. STEELE. On the appeal of the gentleman from Texas I 
withdraw the objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, unless it can be distinctly 
understood that no other business can be transacted, this consent 
will not be given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will give my word to the House that I will 
be present and will object to the consideration of any other busi
ness except these two bills. 

The SPEAKER. It can be easily arranged, if it is understood 
that the Speaker p1·0 tempore for the evening shall not recognize 
any other business or any request for unanimous consent. That 
will settle the matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say that I will object to unanimous 
consent to consider any other matter save these two bills. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is satisfactory to me. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle

man a question. This is legislation to carry ont what is known 
as the Dawes Commission work? ' 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; this is to complete their work. 
The other tribes have entered into a treaty heretofore. This is to 
conclude a treaty with the remaining two tribes. 

Mr. CANNON. Does this create any obligation on the Gov
ernment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No further obligations than the law provides 
now. The Dawes Commission has already been appropriated for 
in the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. That is for the mere expenses of the commis
sion, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CLARKE of 

~ ew Hampshire to act as Speaker pro tempore at the ·evening ses
s10n. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER. Tlie Chair lays before the House a report from 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that the list be 
printed in the RECORD. It is very long, and I do not think it is 
necessary to read it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, upon the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, the reading of the titles of the bills will 
be dispensed with, and they will be published in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIG~ED, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol
lowing titles: 

H. R. 6230. An act for the relief of Robert Smalls; 
H. R. 4118. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos H. 

Kirk; and 
H. R. 11283. An act to establish Cala~s, in the State of Maine, 

as a subpart of entry, and to extend the privileges of the act ap
proved June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport and Calais, in the 
State of Maine. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 28. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mili
tary record of James H. Waters; 

S. 3047. An act granting an increase of pension to William Mnl· 
levy; , 

S. 756. An act granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; . 
S. 258. An act granting an increase of pen8ion to Coryden Be

vans; 
S. 410. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet V. ' 

Gridley; 
S._163. An act granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 

Wilber; , 
· S. 1207. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Chan
~ler; 

S. 847. An act.granting an increase of pension to James B. Lo-
gan; . 

S. 1552. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen L. Dent; 
S. 3183. An act granting a pension to George W. Newell; 
S. 825. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 

Coons; 
S. 3082. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; 
S. 3154. An act granting an incr.ease of pension to Kate Cad

well; 
S. 1441. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 

Hartzell; 
S. 1364. An act granting on increase of pension to Henry H. 

Blockson; . · - . . 
S. 1274. An act gi·anting an increase of pension to Augustus C. 

Pyle; 
S. 3234. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell; 
S. 3268. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha F, 

Barton; 
S. 2008. An act granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton; 
S. 2101. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 

Scott; 
S. 2020. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; 
S. 2142. An act for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell; 
S. 1831. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 

Lewis; 
S. 1901. An act granting a pension to Elvira Hunter; 
S. 1907. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 

Paulding Meade; 
S. 1919. An act granting a pension to Consolacion Victoria Kirk-

land; 
S. 3277. An act granting an increase of pension to Solon Uooper; 
S. 3289. An act granting a pension to Isabella Underwood; 
S. 3293. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen Har

low; 
S. 1551. An act gi·anting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 
S. 1553. An act granting an increase of pension to Samantha 

Barnes; 
S. 1569. An act granting a pension to Phebe E. C. Priestly; 
S. 1608. An act granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; 
S. 1734. An act granting a pension to Mary S. Belding; 
S. 1758. An act granting an increase of pension to Farnham J. 

Eastman; 
S. 1776. An act gi·anting a pension to John Carr: 
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S. 1822. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 

Sh up; . 
S.1548. An act granting an increase of pension to James Byrne; 
S. 3058. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet E. 

Meylert; 
S. 61. An act granting a pension to George Bunce; 
S. 78. An act granting a pension to :::;amnel W. Childs; 
S. 103. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Crit

zer; 
S. 169. An act granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 
S. 306. An act granting an increase of pension to ·warren L. 

Eaton; 
S. 314. An act granting a pension to Rosa L. Couch; 
S. 539. An act granting an increase of pension to Fielding L. 

Rutherford; 
S. 716. An act granting a pension to Susan Buck; 
S. 2938. An act grantin~ an increase of pension to J"oseph Long

mire; 
S. 2941. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam-

ble, 0jr.; · 
S. 3549. An act granting an increase of pension to William~· 

Keyes; 
8. 3527. An act granting a pension to Edwin M. Farnham; 
S. 3467. An act granting a pension to Hellen Lang; 
S. 3418. An act ~ranting an increase of pension to Eliza Ade

Jajde Ball; 
S. 3337. An act granting an increase of pension to Buren R. 

Sherman; 
S. 3329. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate B. War

ren; 
S. 3314. An act granting a pension to Mary I. Bradbury; 
S. 3300. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke H. 

Monson; 
S. 32~4. An act granting a pension to Louesa Moulton; 
S. 4077. An act granting a pension to Frances Horton Force; . 
S. 4040. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 

Gage; 
S. 4007. An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 

Dunn· 
S. 4006. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 

Tucker; . 
S. 3900. An act granting a pension to Sarah Clark; 
S. 4215. An act granting a pension to Belle Bean; 
S. 4087. An act. granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 

Mansur; · 
.. S.-4421. An act granting an increase of-. pension to :Abert Brown; 
S. 4716. An a,ct granting an increase of pension to Robert G. 

Dyhrenfnrth; · · 
S. 1593. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara H. 

Inch; . 
S. 3662. An act granting an increase of pensJon to Louise D. 

Smith;· 
S. 1533 . . An act granting a pension to David Carroll; 
S. 1460. :An act granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 
S. 2203. An act granting an increase of!Jension to William 

Taylor; 
S. 2215. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 

Koonce; - _ 
S. 2276. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Ragland; · · 
S. 2280. An act granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 
S. 2286. An act granting an increase .of pension to John W. 

Craig; - · 
S. 2296. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 

Sears; 
S. 2483. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 

Beard; . 
S. 2451. An act granting a pension to Jennie P. Stoner; 
S. 2539. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 

Daniels; · . 
S. 2550. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 

Hobart; . 
S. 2651. An act granting a pension to Henry Hill; 
S. 2795. An act granting an increase of pension to Christina 

Noll; 
S. 2£00. An act granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; 
S. 2931. An act granting an increase of pens1on to Michael 

~~ar~ -
S. 2962. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Blades; -
S. 2977. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 

Fletcher; 
S. 2993. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 

Madden; 
S. 3788. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Williams; 
S. 3899. An act granting a pension to James Cook; 

S. 3708. An act granting a pension to John H. Harrison; 
S. 3634. An act granting a pension to Mary P. Hunter; and 
S. 1975. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie D. M. 

Wood. 
JOHN BENSON, 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. VAN VOORHIS, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House without leav
ing copies, the papers in the case of John Benson, Fifty-third Con-
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. . 

Mr. PAYNE. The regular order is to take a recess, under the 
consent given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In pursuance of the order recently 
made, the House will now stand in recess until 8 o'clock this even
ing. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 35 minutes p.m.) the House took 
a recess until 8 p. m. • 

The recess liaving expired, the House, at 8 o'clock p. m. resumed 
its session, and was called to order by Mr. CLARKE of New Hamp
shire, as Speaker pro tempore. 

AGREEMENT WITH CHEROKEE INDIA.NS, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, under the special order I call 

up the biil (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other purposes. and I ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempol'e. The gentle.man from New York 
asks unanimous consent to dfapense with the first reading of the 
bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Clerk to read the bill by sections, 

Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to make the suggestion 

that this bill has been most carefully considered, and I suggest 
that it is not necessary to read tbe bill, as it is quiie long. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think . it would be better to have the bill 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen
tleman from New York that these bills are being considered in the 
Honse, and it is not. absolutely necessary that the bills should be 
read through section by section. The re2.<ling of the bill can be 
dispensed with, and amendments can be offered to any part of the 
bill. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me wiser to read 
the bill through, and yet I do not insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair makes that only a~ a. 
suggestion. 

Mr. SRERMAN. If the Chair desires that the other procedure 
should be followed, then I will suggest that we might first con
sider the amendment offered by the committee, and then, if it 
meets the approval of the House and the Chair, to consider 
amendments offered by any member of the House to any portion 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can be done in the absence 
of objection. · 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Clerk to 
read the amendments offered by the committee. 

The following committee amendments were severally read, con· 
sidered, and agreed to: -

On page-5, rn;_e 9, strike out all afte~ the work "thereof" down to and in
cluding the word "therefore," in line 17; and insert in lieu thereof the fol· 
lowing words: 

"And if he have lawful improvements upon such excess he may dispose of the 
same to any other citizen, who may thereuiion select lands so as to include 
such improvements; but, after the expiration of said time.., any citizen may 
take any lands not already selected by another; but if lanas so taken be in 
actual cultivation, having thereon improvements belonging to another citi
zen, such improvements shall be valued by the appraisement committee, and 
the amount paid to the owner thereof by the allottee, and the same shall be 
a lien upon the rents and profits of the land until paid: Provided, That the 
owner of improvements may remove the same if he desires." 

On page l~. in line 7, after the word "thereof," add the words "deducting 
therefrom such amount as may have been paid into the Cherokee national 
treasury for such right of occupancy." 

On page 26, after the word "six," in line 2, add" subject to such future 
legislation as Congress may deem proper." 

Beginning with the word "the," in line 8, page 30, strike out all words, in
cluding the first word "the," said page and line, down to and including the 
word "effect,•' in line 6, page 2L 

The following committee amendment was read: 
On page 3i, after the word "tribes," add a new section, to be known as 

section 8~, as follows: 
"82. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 

from time to time to provide rules and regulations for the leasing of oil, gas, 
coal, asphalt, and other minerals on the unallotted and unsettled por tion of 
the lands within the Cherokee countrv, and all such leases shall be made by 
the Secretary of the Interiorci· and any lease for any such miiie1:a1s otherwi.Se 
made shall be absolutely voi . " 

No lease shall be made or renewed for a longer period than fifteen years, 
nor cover the mineral in more than 100 acres of land, which shall conform as 
nearly as possible to the surveys. Lessees shall pay on each oil, ga.<;, coal, 
asphalt, or other mineral claim at the rate of $100 per annum, in advance, for 
the first and second years; $200 per annum, in advance, for the third and 
fourth years, and $500, in advance, for each succeeding year thereafter, as 
advanced royalty en the mine o'r claim on which they are made. · 
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All such payments shall be a credit on royalty when each said mine is de
veloJ>ed and operated and its production is in excess of such guaranteed an
nual advanced :payments; and all lessees must pay said annua.l advanced 
payments on each claim, whether de-veloped or tmde-veloped; and should 
any lessee neglect or refuse to pay such advanced annual royalty for the 
period of sixty days after the same becomes due and payable on any lease, 
the lease on which default is made shall become null and void, and the royal
ties paid in advance shall then become and be the money and property of the 
tribe. . 

Prot:ided, That nothing herein contained shall imvair the nghts of any 
holder or owner of a. leasehold interest in any oil, coal rights, asphalt, or 
mineral which have been assented to by act of Congress, but all such inter
est shall continue unimpaired hereby, and shall be assured to such holders or 
owners by leases from the Secretaey of the Interior !or the term not exceed
ing fifteen years, but subject to payment of advance royalties as herein pro
vided, when such leases a.re not operated, to the rate of royalty on coal 
mined, and the rules and Tegulations ~ be prescribed by_ th~ Secretary of 
the Interior and preference shall be given to such parties m renewals of 
such leases; but if said lease covers any land which has been selected or al
lotted, then .the royalty for tne part of sa.id land so selected or allQtted shall 
be paid to the person to whoJll the allotments have been made or to t.he per
son who has made the selection: 

Provid.edfurtlter, Thatwhenunderthe customs and laws heretofore exist
ing and prevailing in the Indian Territory leases have been made of different 
groups or parcels of oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits, and posses
sion has been taken thereunder and impi:ovements n;iade for the de-velo:p
ment of such oil, coal, asphalt, or other mmeral depomts, by lessees or thel.l' 
assigns, !Vhich.have resulted in th~ .Production of oil, gas, c~al, ~phalt, or 
othei· mmeral m commercial quantities by snch lessees or theu" assigns, such 
leases are hereby approved for a period not to exceed fifteen years from the 
date of the lease, a.n<'.J. for not more t~ 100 acres. of land, and such _parties i~ 
possession shall be given preference m tbe making of new leases, m compli
ance with the directions of the Secretary of the Interior; and in making new 
leases due considel'ation shall be made for the improvements of such lessees.: 
and in all cases of the leasing or renewal of leases of oil, coal, asphalt, ana 
other mineral deposits preference shall be given to parties in pos3eSsion who 
have made improvements. 

The rate of royalty to be paid by all lessees shall be fixed by the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided, That the royalty which shall become due under 
the terms of leases heretofore made or under new leases made under the 
provisions of this act shall be paid, if on una.Ilotted or unselected lands, to 
the Cherokee Nation, but if on allotted or selected land, then the same shall 
be paid to the allottee or to the member of the tribe who has made the 
selection. 

Providedfurllter, That members of Raid tribes who have made selections, 
or to whom allotments have been made, may lease their selections or allot
ments for the development of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other minerals and 
receive the royalty for the same, but before operations shall be begun upon 
the lands owned or controlled by any person for the development of oil or 
gas t.he lessee or party operating shall pay to the a.llottee or owner ?f the 
said land the value of the use of the necessary surface for prospectmg or 
mining, and the damage done to the other land and improvements of said 
allottee or owner, the value to be ascertained under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Provided furl her, That no lease provided for in this section shall be of force 
or effect until the consent of the allottee is obtained in writing and until the 
same is apP!o-ved by the Secretary of the Interior, and in no case shall the 
lease provided for in this section mterfere with allotments or cover the 40-
acre homestead provided for in this bill, or in any case cover more land than 
is allotted to any one allottee, exclusive of his homestead. 

Mr. LITTLE. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 
'The matter covered in the amendment was not agreed to by the 
Indians interested, and is not wanted by any of the Departments 
of the Government. As the bill provides for segregating these 
lands and giving them to individuals, they ought not to go to 
them encumbered by general leases. They ought to take them 

•free from any lease. Therefore I hope this amendment will be 
Teject.ed. I believe the majority of the committee will agree 
with me that that ought to be done, 

The amendment was l'ejected. 
Mr. CURTIS. On page 11, line 22, I desire to offer an amend

ment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 

by the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page ll. line .22, after the word "the," insert the word "peaceful." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to come in 

after the word ''purposes," in line 18, page 25. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ame:J?.dment will be reported 

by the CleJ:-k. 
The Clerk read as follows~ 
After the word "purposes," line 18, page 25, insert: 
"Until final allotment, when the same shall be subject to the provisions 

of section 60." 
Mr. SHERMAN. I should be glad to have the gentleman ex

vlain that. 
· .Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, in section 59 a large number of 
schools, with the lands adjoining, are reserved for school purposes. 
In the consideration of the bill the original supposition was that 
these were finally to be bought by the Government. That view 
was abandoned, and the object of this amendment is to permit 
the tribesJ when their tribal relations cease, when their govern4 

ment is abandoned, to dispose of this property as provided in the 
next section. Section 60 reads .as follows: 

All other public buildings and other public property of whatsoever char
acter belongin~ to the Cherokees not herein otherwise disposed of may be 
sold or otherWlSe disposed of by the nation, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

This is simply to provide that when the nation ceases, they may 
dispose of this property. If they want to sell it to any govern
ment that succeeds that, it would be open for that purpose. They 

do not want their property reserved for public schools in which 
they may or may not have any interest. I think the amendment 
is right. 

The amendment of Mr. LITTLE was agreed to. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have an amendment also. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Line 22, page 18, after the word " commission," add the following: 
"Provided, That nil yersons having judgments of the court for the north

ern district of the Indian Territory, or having reports of special or general 
masters in chancery appointed by said court to make reports of the facts in 
citizenship cases, establishing Che:rokee blood, and who are now residents of 
the Cherokee Nation, and their heirs, shall be enrolled by the commission. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope this amendment will not be agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I would be glad if the gentleman from Texas 

would explain the effect of his amendment, 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Under the act of 1896, Mr. Speaker, 

the people had the right to seek enrollment through the courts of 
the country. A great many of them went to the trouble of hiring 
attorneys and went into the courts for the purpose of establishing 
their .citizenship, as they had a perfect right to do. 

After they had gone into the courts, the courts decided in their 
favor, and this first provision is that all persons having judg
ments of the courts for the northern district of the Indian Ter
ritory shall be entitled to enrollment. Now, people that have 
moved to the Indian Territory at the request of the Indians, hav
ing Indian blood in their veins, have applied to the courts for the 
purpose of being properly enrolled, so that they can share in the 
distribution of the tribal funds. They appealed to the courts, and 
these judgments are now standing in their favor. 

For so~ reason or other none of their names have been put 
upon the rolls, and unless Congress relieve these people they will 
lose their share of the fund, The second class is where they have 
applied to the courts for. an enrollment and proven to the satis
faction of a master in chancery, taking evidence and reporting to 
the court as they do in these Federal courts in the Territory, and 
these masters of chancery have reported that they have Indian 
blood in their veins, that they aJ.'e entitled to citizenship, and that 
they should be enrolled. 

This bill protects these people and permits them to be enrolled. 
To go back to the origin of this trouble, we find that these Indians 
were removed from east of the Mississippi to the country now 
known as the Five Tribes, the Indian Territory. When it was a 
wild country the Indians living there sought to have their rela
tives that were scattered east of the Mississippi to come to that 
wild country, to aid them in driving out the wild Indians and 
subduing the forests. They sent men back, members of their 
tribes, to see their relatives, and brought them-there. 

In the tl'Baties of 1836 and 1840, and as far back as 1838, I find 
they provided that citif:ens of Cherokee blood going to that new 
country shall be entitled to all the privileges of those fil'st removed 
by the United States Army. 

Mr. LACEY. Why did not the Dawes Commission put these 
names upon the roll? Have they rejected them? · 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will explain that further. The 
Dawes Commission, after this question was left to them, saw 
proper to reject everyone that the tribes did not recognize as being 
properly on the roll. That is to say, after the passage of the Cur
tis Act it was to the interest of those Indians that they should 
have a short roll, so that each one of them would be entitled to 
more lands and a. larger annuity. 

The question of greed came in among our red brethren. They 
wanted to exclude from the rolls as many Indians as they pos
sibly could, and in doing that they dropped their names from the 
rolls after they had invited these people of Indian blood east of 
the Mississippi River to go into the Indian Territory. A great 
many had come in, a great many since the civil war, and settled 
there; but they refused to put them on the rolls. And they stand 
in this condition at the present time. We find on the rolls a father, 
with his children left off the rolls. 

Sometimes we find Indian children and the father and mother 
off the rolls, and sometimes the brother on the rolls and the sister 
left off-with part of the same family on the rolls and a part of 
it off. That, Mr. Speaker, is all wrong; and it should be righted 
by Congi·ess. The Dawes commission, in my judgment, took the 
wrong view of the matter. They would not permit these names 
to be placed on the rolls. 

This matter was referred to the courts, and this amendment is 
to the effect that where they have appealed to the courts and the 
courts have found in favor of the claimant, that they ate IndiaIIB, 
they should be placed on the rolls; and t~e is no principle.of 
justice or equity or right that would deprive them of the pnv
ilege. The courts were opened for that purpose. They appealed 
to the coUl'ts. These courts have found in favor of them, and the 
first section applies to this first class, who have obtained their judg
ments in the courts. 

The second class is where the matter has been referred to a 
master in chancery, and if these reports should be made in their 
favor and they had proved they were of Indian blood. Now, as 

• 
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as a matter of equity a great many of these people have gone 
there. built up farms, established homes! and lived there for years, 
and they will be driven out of that Territory, they and their fami
lies. 

It is not right that they should be when they have Indian blood 
in theiI' veins in order to give a la1·ger amount of land and prop
erty to those other Indians. If the Dawes Commission had not 
·excluded everything that was not upon the Cherokee rolls these 
parties would have been upon the rolls, and the reason for exclud
ing them from the rolls was that they might have a short roll, and 
therefore they would have more property, I hope this committee 
will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
STEPHENS], it seems to me, is absolutely in error in reference to 
the facts in this case. The law known as the Curtis Act expressly 
provided in what manner Indians who claimed to be members of 
the various tribes in the Indian Territory-the Five Civilized 
Tribes-could be enrolled; that the Dawes Commission should 
first pass upon the right of each Indian, and then the Indian had 
the right of appeal to the United States courts, and every single 
Indian who has the right to enrollment who has been affirmatively 
passed upon by the Dawes Commission has been placed upon the 
roll; and every single Indian whose right has beenadverselypassed 
upon and appealed to the higher court, if the Dawes Commission 
has been reversed by that comi, has been enrolled. 

There has been no wrong committed. It does not require any 
amendment of this act or the Curtis Act to have enrolled these 
various men whose right has been established by this commission 
or by the courts. I think the amendment is absolutely not needed 
and ought to be voted down. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What objection have you to this 
amendment? 

M1·. SHERMAN. If the Dawes commission has held that the 
Indians have Cherokee blood in them--

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If the court has held it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. But they are entitled to it. The Curtis Act 

provided that all the Indians should do in order to be enrolled 
was to prove that they had Cherokee blood in them. They must 
prove more than that they had Indian blood in them; they must 
prove themselves a. member of the Cherokee tribe of Indians; and 
where they have so proved themselves, and where this commis
sion and the courts have so decided, in every case they have been 
enrolled. 

.Mr. CURTIS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Texas 
that a. case went to the Supreme Court-the case o~ Stephens etal. 
against the Cherokee Nation-and the question was passed upon. 
The case was decided at the October term, 1898. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, But these cases I refer to have not 
been to final judgment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In case it has not been finally determined, 
the right of appeal exists, and they could not be excluded until 
there is decision bf the highest court. I think the gentleman is 
in error in thinking there is need of any such amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What objection have you to this 
amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the law now. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are excluded. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not if the court has rendered a judgment 

that they had Cherokee blood in them. If some master in chan
cery has simply said that they have Indian blood in them, they 
maybe. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I provide in this amendment that 
they shall be shown t.o have Cherokee Indian blood. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undertheexisting law, where it has been es
tablished that the Cherokee blood exists to a sufficient degree, 
they are entitled to enrollment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, What objection have you to enact
ing this even if that is so? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to enacting ovel" again what ig-now 
law. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What if the Dawes commission 
refuses to obey the law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The commission does not refuse to obey the 
law. 

?i1r. STEPHENS of Texas. After you have provided for the 
court to try these cases, and after the court has decided in favor. 
of the Cherokees, by decree of court, that they have their blood 
in them, what right have we to say that they shall not be entitled 
to enrollment and distribution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I saythe gentleman is in error as to his stata. 
ment of fact. It is no~ possible that any such condition can exist. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Another question. I want to ask 
if there was not a. date set out in the Curtis Act when these parties 
should be enrolled? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; there must be a limit; we could 
not allow people to come in for all eternity. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If there was an appeal and by de-

lay they wel'e prevented from getting their names on the roll, 
should not they now be permitted to come in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not possib1e to exclude them from the 
rolls because of any delay in hearing the appeal. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a. fact that we should look 
at the question as a right or wrong? 

Mr. SHERMAN. But we have. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If these people have Chemkee blood 

and have established it in the courts of the country, what right 
has Congress to disinherit them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If they have followed the provision of the 
Curtis Act and established their right to a place upon the roll of 
the Cherokee Nation, they are there. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But yon have limited the time 
within which they shall do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And if they could not get in in time, 

then you disinherit them because of the limitation which has been 
fixed by Congress; and that is certainly wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, my friend from Texas knows that we 
put some kind of limitation of time on every provision of this 
kind, and every other kind. It is absolutely necessary to put a 
limitation of time on all provisions, even those for the collection 
of our grocery bills. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
Texas to a provision of this bill which -covers the very case he 
talks about, if the claimants establish their rights. The provi
sion of the bill in section 46 is that-

If any citizen who was living and entitled to be enrolled on the 1st day of 
April, 1900, die before receiving his allotment of lands and share of the tribal 
funds, his right of allotment and share of the fnndsshall descend to his heirs 
according to the laws of descent and distribution of the Cherokee Nation, and 
shall be allotted and distributed to them accordingly. · 

This language clearly shows that the matter is left open, so that 
every person who can establish his right will be placed on these 
rolls; and we have provided in appropriation bills, in the act for 
the protection of the people of the Indian Territory, that if appli
cants had cases pending and if those cases should be appealed and 
if on appeal the case was decided in theiI' favor then the Dawes 
commission should enroll them. 

Mr. STEPHENS o~ Texas. Even admitting that to be true, 
what objection can you have to this amendment? After a judg, 
ment establishing their Cherokee blood, why should not these 
part.ies go upon the rolls? If what you say is trne, no injury can 
be done to the rest of the tribe or to the United States Government. 

Mr. LITTLE. My friend from Texas must undoubt-edly mis
understand this matter, or I do. There is no person who has had 
a favorable judgment in the Indian Territory by the Federal 
courts there who is not placed on the rolls as a clerical act after 
judgment is entered. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then let this provision come in. 
l\Ir. LITTLE. Certainly not, because the Dawes Commission 

is ordered by the existing law to enroll such persons. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Can any better way of determin

ing this question be suggested than by decree of the court? 
Mr. LITTLE. I take it the trouble is that the gentleman has in 

his mind the re-ports of the masters in chancery. · 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand this matt.er is to be 

determined first by the judgment of the court and next by the 
report of the master in chancery. Those two classes are specified 
in my amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me call the· gentleman's attention to sec. 
tion 45: 

Such rolls shall in all other respects be made in strict compliance with the 
provisions of section 21 of the act of Congress of June 28, 1898, entitled "An 
act fol' the protection of the people of the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes." 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If they are protected by that pro
vision., what objection is there to putting them in? 

Mr. CURTIS. But why repeat the provision? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. To place the matter beyond all con

troversy. 
Mr. UURTIS. If the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 

be adopted, at once the report will go out that we have opened up 
a way for about 8,000 intruders to get on the roll; and the treaty 
will not be ratified by the tribe. 

Mr. STEPHENS o.f Texas. There are but 105 families claiming 
this right. They are living there and have e.stablished their right 
by the decree of court or by the report of the master in chancery. 

To drive these people out of that Territory after they have done 
exactly what they were required to do, after they have gone to the 
courts for the pm-pose of proving their Indian blood and have 
proved it, in one class of cases a decree of the court having been 
placed upon record and in the other class of cases the master in 
chancery having reported in their favor-why should you now 
disinherit them and prevent them from having equal rights with 
the rest of the Indian tribes? 

Mr. CURTIS. We have no desire to disinherit them, 
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'Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This act, without the amendment I 
propose, which places the matter beyond all question, would sim
ply disinherit those people. 

Mr. LITTLE. By the original act prescribing the mode of tak
ing the list of citizens in the Territory, the primary jurisdiction 
was Yested in the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes to hear 
applications which were to be made within the time fixed in that 
bill-the 10th of August or September, I believe, 1898. 

If approved by the Dawes commission, such persons were en
titled to enrollment. If rejected by the commission, they had 
the right to appeal to the Federal courts in the Indian Territory; 
and if fonnd entitled to citizenship by the court, they were en
titled to enrollment; otherwise they were excluded from the rolls. 

:Mr. JONES of Washington. If the court found them entitled 
to enrollment and the commission refused to enroll them, the 
court could enforce its decree. 

Mr. LITTLE. The commission does not refuse and can not 
refuse. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. But if it did, the court could Cf3r
tainly enforce its action. 

Mr. LITTLE. The Secretary of the Interior would settle the 
matter if such a thing should happen. After the court bas ad
judged the parties entitled to citizenship the commission has no 
fm·ther discretion; its action in placing the parties on the rolls is 
merely clerical; and the entire roll when completed is subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Here is the trouble I see if we undertake to change the existing 
law by such legislation as that proposed by the ·gentleman from 
Texas: We have relegated this issue of fact to the commission, 
with the right of appeal to the court. The judgments of the 
court have been entered, and they are binding upon Congress. 
We have no right to invade the judgment of a court having juris
diction of the subject-matter. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am not asking you to ipvade any 
judgment of the court, but to carry out the judgment. 

Mr. LITTLE. We might just as well insert an amendment 
declaring that we accept the Bible as tl'Ue, These parties must 
be enrolled under the existing law, if they are adjudged by the 
Federal courts entitled to enrollment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Have you ~ot prescribed the time 
within which they shall be enrolled? 

Mr. LITTLE. No; we have prescribed the time within which 
they should apply. There is no limit as to the time when the 
question shall be decided. The limit is as to the time they should 
apply, and the limit was long enough, so that more than 7 ,000 peo-
ple applied. · 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If they have already applied, and 
the courts have found in their favor, what objection have yon to 
their being enrolled? 

Mr. LITTLE. The · law. ah·eady prescribes that they shall be 
put upon the rolls if the courts find· in their favor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the law says that, they are in fact upon 
the rolls now. 

Mr. LITTLE. The amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
says that persons having judgments of the court, or reports of 
special or general masters in chancery, shall be enrolled. Now, a 
master in chancery is only an arm of the comt, and the finding of 
a masterinchanceryismergedin·the judgment of the court. We 
can not incorporate a mere finding of the master. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, ·But you have limited the time 
within which it shall be done, so as to make it impossible to have 
these persons enrolled. 

Mr. LITTLE. Not at all. The applications are closed now. 
Births are closed by this bill, as limited to the time specified. 
The commission must make a complete roll, and must take every 
man found on any of the rolls of the tribe. Those that are con
testing, who were not on the trib"al rolls, must have applied to the 
commission, and then go to the court. When they went to the 
commission and were rejected, they appealed to the court. 

Masters in chancery in those particular cases were appointed to 
take proof and report to the court. I will state that they have 
reported, some of them recommending citizenship, and while I 
disagree with the courts in their judgment in some of those cases, 
while I believe if I had been deciding the cases I would have ad
mitted some of them to citizenship who were not admitted, that 
is not the question here. The power of Congress on this point is 
exhausted by the solemn judgment of the court, and Congress has 
no power to disturb the judgment of a court. 

The finding of a master in chancery is nothing but the mere 
hand of the court, and if the judgment of the court differs from 
the finding of the master in chancery, his finding amounts to noth
ing, because it is absorbed and .determined finally by the decree 
of the court rendering final judgment in the case. 

I know half of these people personally who are contesting for 
this citizenship. Some of them, I believe, ought to be enrolled. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then, on that admission, what ob
jection have you to my amendment? 

Mr. LITTLE. I will not be a party to Congress invading the 
judgment of a court and nrnlertaking to decide a thing ex parte, 
When the courts have heard the evidence and declared solemnly 
against these parties, I do not believe that Congi·ess should in· 
vade that judgment, because we have not investigated the matter. 
There are many of these contestants, personally, that I should like 
to see on the rolls. 

Many of them are my friends. Many of them have made im
provements in that country; but if they get -on the rolls in oppo
sition to the final judgment of the courts, they will have to go 
some other road, so far as I am concerned, than to ask Congress 
to overturn the judgment of the courts. I do not believe, in the 
first place, we have the power to do it. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, let us have a vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreein~ to 

the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Texas fMr. 
STEPHENS). 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas demanded a division. 
The Honse divided; and there were-ayes 3, noes 8. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I believe I will make the point of no 

quorum. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope my friend will not do that. 
Mr. LITTLE. I suggest to my friend that if he does that there 

will be no legislation on this subject at this session of Congress. 
If he wants to take the responsibility--

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I never shirk responsibility at any 
time or place. 

Mr. LITTLE. I know the gentleman's courage, and I know he 
wants to do right; but the gentleman by making the point of no 
quorum will leave these matters in that Territory in the condition 
in which they now are. · . -

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; and yon by your action rob 
men of their farms and drive them out of that Territory and dis· 
franchise them. 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman assisted i_n establishing a com
mission and a court to determine these cases, a tribunal that was 
satisfactorv to the claimants who were here. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And we are asking Congress to 
obey the judgment of that court. 

Mr. LITTLE. The commission will obey it, and the courts 
will if the commission does not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the gentleman does not raise 
the question of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 3, 
the noes are 8, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. CURTIS. I off~r the followipg amendment. 
The amendment was read as follows: 
Page 10, line 11, strike ont the words ··•excluding improvements;" and ill 

line 12. after the word u town," add "but not improvements erected on such 
town sites." 

Mr. CURTIS. It is simply a change of phr~seology, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, section 82 having been rejected, 

I ask unanimous consent, in line 9, page 38~ to·strike out "eighty· 
three" and insert "eighty-two," to correct the number of the sec-
tion. · · · 

The SPEAKER pro t.empore. Without· objection, the change 
will be made. . · 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand that we 
bad acted on section 82. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, section 82 was rejected. I think those 
are all the amendments, and I ask that the bill be engrossed and 
read a third time. . 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and Tead a third time, . 

Mr. RIDGELY said: I make the point of no quorum. Iwillre· 
serve that a moment, I desire by unanimous consent to make a 
statement. · 

The SPEAKER pro_tempore. - By unanimous consent the gen
tleman can make a statement. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Reserving the point of np quorum, I wish to 
say this, that some of my constituents are affected very materi· 
ally by striking out thi$ section 82. I got in here just as the vote 
was being taken by the committee striking this out, and I believe 
that it is unjust to people who already have leases in this country, 
secured in accordance with acts of Congress,approved by the Sec· 
retary of the Interior, that they shall be canceled and those par-
ties sent back to make new terms. . 

These people have appealed to me to look after this matter. I 
have looked after it by inquiring of the 9ommittee, and they as
sured me that their amendment pad been put onto the bill by the 
committee. 

Mr. CURTIS. Will thegentl.eiµanpermitn;ie? All leases which 
have been approved PY Congress are not affected in the least b7 
this bill. 
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Mr. LITTLE. This act says nothing about any other lease. 
Mr. CURTIS. There was a provision in the section which was 

stricken out to approve all leases which had been made under 
the customs and laws of the tril::e. I agree with the gentleman 
in his statement, that the men who have made such leases and 
expended their money ought to be protected; but the committee 
has information that if this section stays in, the treaty will be re
jected by the tribe, and I believe it would be better to let the sec
tion go out than to have the treaty rejected 

Mr. RIDGELY. Just a question now: These leases that have 
been approved by the Secretary of the Interior--

Mr. CURTIS. They are not affected in the least bJ this act. 
They are f!till in full force. Any lease which has been approved 
under existing la'Y by the Secretary of the Interior is still in full 
force. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Then this simply affects those that have not 
been approved? . 

Mr. CURTIS. Under the laws and customs of the tribe a lease 
might be made to a member of the tribe, and the members of the 
tribe could sublease to other parties. Such leases, of course, are 
void if this bill passes, or rather there is nothing in this bill to 
protect the persons holding under such leases. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I want to ask the gentleman who moved to 
strike this out what serious objection there would be to reconsid
ering that vote and letting this amendment stand as the commit
tee have brought it in here? . 

Mr. LITTLE. That is what we struck out. 
Mr. RIDGELY. Why should we strike it out? 
Mr. LITTLE. Why, the whole treaty loo]p;to the allotmentof 

these lands in severalty to these people, and I -do not see how we 
could very well allot the lands after they bad been locked up in 
leases. 

Mr. RIDGELY. But the amendment brought in here protects 
the party who holds a lease, who has a right in equity there; but 
now it makes the lessee pay over to the lessor, or to the party 1·e
ceiving the lands, under the allotment provided in the act. Other-
wise it goes to the tribe. · 

Mr. LITTLE. Under this you can ratify any leases that hav~ 
been made, and under the Curtis ·Act they would get 640 acres, 
while under this those people only can get 80 acres apiece, and 
when they get that it will be less property. They want the allot
ment to take place in twelve or eighteen months; and the whole 
treaty agreed to by these people was on the lines that they should 

· have their lands unincumbered as nearly as it was possible to get 
· it, and they have that right. · · 

When the allotments are made they can lease them for one year; 
but after the final allotment is made they can rent them or lease 

· them. 
Mr. RIDGELY. If I understand the gentleman's explanation, 

it amounts to this: These parties who have been recognized as 
having the right to make legal contracts, which have been in force 

· for a good many years, if it suits them can say that we consent to 
a new deal, and if not, you wipe out the contracts that they have 
made with these people, or else let them make others if they choose. 

Mr. LITTLE. If their contracts were legal when made, they 
would stand. 

Mr. RIDGELY. By your action you wipe them out? 
Mr. LITTLE. If it was legal when it was made it will stand. 
Mr. RIDGELY. It was sufficient to induce men to invest their 

money in these lands. 
Mr. LlTTLE. If it was legal when it was made it is legal. If 

it was not legal when made it will not be legal. 
Mr. RIDGELY. These lands have been occupied for two pur-

1 poses, and they may not be able to go into courts and enforce 
their contracts; but you are wiping out the rights of these par
ties now. 

Mr. LITTLE. If you examine such as one I examined, you will 
find it calls for about five square miles of land, and some of them 
I do not know how much more. 

-ii Mr. RIDGELY. I do not want to extend this discussion, but 
it seems to me this amendment was considered fair, of sufficient 

: importance to be adopted by our Committee· on Indian Affairs, 
· and put into the bill and brought here for our action. I do not 
· think that this provision should be stricken out. I believe that by 

th· s legislation we absolutely wipe out rights in equity and vested 
rights, and we ought not to do it. • 

I want to say, in answer to an explanation that has been made 
· to me by the chairman of the committee, that these will not affect 

the leases approved by the Secretary of the Interior; that I have 
serious doubts whether you are protecting those. I am not satis
fied in my mind whether you are not wiping them out. I have 
not had time to consider the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We intend certainly to protect existing 
rights. · 

Mr. RIDGELY. If you will reconsider the vote and put it back 
in the bill, if the committee will stand by its own report, I will 
agree to let the matter go. 

XXXlli-403 

Mr. CURTIS. I agree with the gentleman from Kansas, but I 
am afraid that if he does not yield it will defeat this treaty. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I do not think it will; and I have that assur
ance from a great many people who have been down in this coun
try, and from an able attorney right down on the line, who was 
here, and said he bad not one dollar of interest in it himself, but 
a great many other people bad. · 

Mr. CURTIS. If the gentleman will yield to me for that pur
pose, I will ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment of the committee adding section 82 to the 
bill was rejected. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I consent to that. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 

[Mr. CURTIS] asks unanimous consent ·to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment to add section 82 to the bill was rejected. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
amendment is now before the Honse. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask some member 
of the committee who reported this bill a question or two. My 
attention has never been called to it until to-night. I cotice that 
each bill is about 30 or 31 pages in length, approximately that; 
each relates to a very impol'tant subject-matter. The matter just 
suggested by the gentleman from Kansas, affirming or nonaffirm
ing mineral land leases, cutting up property into town sites. the 
allotment of it to Indians; all very important legislation indeed. 

Now, the bill wasintroducedin theHouEeonthe23doflastmonth 
and reported on the 25th; and then we are asked to pass it, with 
six or eight members in the House, at a night session, when not 
one member in seventy.five in the House of Representatives hE.s 
ever seen the bill or knows anything about either one of them. I 
wish here to enter my most emphatic protest against that species 
of legislation. It may be all right. I would not impute anything 
to this committee, but on its face it is not proper. 

Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the people who owned these 

lands were white men, nothing of the kind would be done, in my 
opinion. I think there ought to be a rule of the Honse of Repre· 
sentatives which would prevent the taking up of bills just intro· 
duced on the 23d of the month, reported on the 25th, to be brought 
up at a night session, just at the end of the session, for passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
tome? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 
l\1r. SHERMAN. The most of this is not legislation. It is an 

agreement entered into with the Indians. With the exception of 
one part, which is legislation, all the rest is agreement with the 
Indians that they have entered into with the Government . . 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I thought there were two, three, 
or four pages of amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is simply because Congress has amended 
the treaty, which goes back to the tribe for ratification. 

Mr. CURTIS. And furthermore, I will state to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that this is not the original bill. The original 
bill was considered by a joint committee of the House and Senate. 

Mr. SHE.RMAN. It has been here since March. 
Mr. CUR TIS. And after the original bill was amended by the 

joint committee of the House and Senate, this bill was introduced, 
so as to cover the amendments agreed upon bythe joint committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It was introduced on the 23d of 
last month, and in the last part of it, printed in italics, there are 
four or five or more pages of amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is an amendment to the agreement, and 
must go back to the Indians for their ratification or else it is not 
effective. It must go back to the· Indians. This whole proposi
tion is to be voted upon by them. This is the action of Congress, 
and unless it is affirmed by them by a vote of their tribe at such 
election as ordered by them it amounts to nothing. 

Mr. CURTIS. In addition to that, it has been fully considered 
by the Department and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the meeting was called to-night, at the request of the Depart
ment, to enact this legislation because it was necessary that it 
should go through at this time. We have appropriated over 
$500,000 in the Indian appropriation bill to carry on this very work. 

This question has been up since 1893 at every session of Con
gress, and every member of the Indian Committee ts familiar with 
it. This bill was considered by a joint committee of the House 
and Senate, or, rather, -this bill is the result of the consideration 
given to the fil'st bill by the joint committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the proposition was to be made 
to white men, or men occupying the status of white men, I would 
not think anything of it; but when you talk about making treaties 
with Indjans, it is a different proposition, as it seems to me, from 
making a proposition to a lot of white men. . 

Mr. RIDGELY. If the gentlelllan from Wisconsin will allow 
me, I want to say that I have been watching with some interest 
the proceedings and the consideration of this matter beft:.:re the In
dian Committee, and I believe that the committee by this bUl have 
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dealt fairly with the Indians, as much so as the judgment of any 
impartial men can do. I believe they have dealt with and safe
guarded every interest. 

I believe, however, that we should stand by the bill as it came 
from the committee, because all the parties have b~en before the 
eommittee and they are not here now, and we should stand by the 
bill as it was reported, and do equity to all. I am willing the bill 
should go through as it was reported by the committee. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to the following language in the bill: 

That the agreement negotiat ed between the Commission to the Five Civi
lized Tribes and the Cherokee tribe of Indians at the city of Washington on 
the 9th day of April, 1900, as herein amended, is hereby accepted, ratified, 
and confirmed, and the same shall be of full force and effect if ratified by a 
majority of the votes cast by the members ol said tribe at an election to be 
held for that purpose. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Kansas 
please explain the objection made to the reinstatement of the 
amendment that was stricken out? What ia the precise point 
involved? 

l\fr. CURTIS. We have copsented to the reinstatement of sec-
. tion 82. In the act to p1·otect the people of the Indian Territory, 

all leases of mineral lands which had been assented to by Congress, 
and those which had been made with members of the tribe, under 
the laws and customs of the tribes, were to continue unimpaired. 

Tbe men who were in possession of mineral lands and had made 
valuable improvements were given the preference in the making 
of new leases, under rules and regulations -prescribed by the Sec
retary of the Interior. But when this treaty was made there was 
no provision made for mineral leases, and when the bilis to ratify 
the two treaties were acted upon by the joint committee there 
was no provision made for mineral leases. 

But when the bill was submitted to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the House the committee voted to add this section 82, 
which provides for the leasing of mineral lands. Upon themotjon 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, the amendment of the committee 
adding this section was disagreed to; and a few moments ago, by 
unanimous consent, we reconsidered the vote whereby section 82 
was stricken out. 

Mr. COOPER of WisconsliL The two bills are not identical. 
Mr. CUR TIS. They apply to different tribes of Indians. The 

provision in regard to mineral leases is the same. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me 

B question? 
· Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Yon say this is an agreement between the 
Dawes Commission and the Indian tribes? 

Mr. CUR'fIS. Between the Dawes commission and the Chero
kee tribe of Indians. They were here for some weeks working 
nearly every day and had the assistance of the officers of the In
terior Department. The matter was thoroughly gone over, and 
then, when the treaty was sent to Congress, amendments were rec
ommended by the Secretary of the Interior. These amendments 
were added to the treaty by the bill which was offered to ratify 
the treaty. · 

Now, this bill is the result of all that labor and the labor of the 
joint committee of the House and Senate. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Were it not for the amendment suggested, 
the agreement might have been ratified by Congress. 

Mr. CURTIS. No; because the agreement was not with the 
tribe, but with representatives of the tribe. It must be ratified 
by the tribe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the adoption of section 82. 

Mr. BENTON. What is that? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing 

to the section proposed as a committee amendment, which has 
once been rejected. 

The question having been takent 
The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The noes appear to have it. 
Mr. RIDGELY. I call for a division. 
The question being again taken; there were-ayes 8, noes 4. 
Mr. BENTON. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. SHERM.AN. Does the gentleman insist on that point? 
Mr. BENTON. I object, if this provision is to go into the bill. 
Mr. CURTIS. I do not see why the gentleman should raise 

that point. If be will read the last proviso, he must see that no 
harm can come from this amendment. It provides that no min
eral leases shall be made without securing the written consent of 
the allottee; next, tha~ no such lease is valid unless it is approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior. In no case is aleasetointerfere 
with allotments. No lease can cover the mineral in more than 
160 acres of land, and in no case cover a. homestead. With these 
limitations, no harm can come from the section. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The amendment of the committee as agreed 
to here is certainly fair in equity. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. BENTON] withdraw bis point? 

Mr. BENTON. I do, in order that the gentleman from Kansas 
may proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. RIDGELY. A number of these people-as good citizens 
as we have in this country-have to my personal knowledge gone 
down into that country. Some of them have been there a num
ber of year ,getting along in perfect harmony. They have leased 
lands of th£se Indians and have bnilt fences, have broken ground, 
and have erected buildings, and are paying a good liberal rate of 
rent. Now, it is but right, and the committea has conceded that 
it is but right~ that a. negotiation shall be permissible. 

Mr. BENTON. That is not in this provision at all. 
1\fr. LITTLE. Is the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RIDGELY] 

talking about agricnltmal leases? 
Mr. RIDGELY. B.oth agricultural and mineral leases. 
Mr. LITTLE. This does not touch farmers' leases. 
Mr. RIDGELY. These people are there or the committee 

would not have brought in this amendment. Buttheyhavecare
fully guarded the rights of the Indians, the allottees of these 
lands. As the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] has said, no 
advantage can be taken of them. The provision is absolutely fair 
to both parties. We are willing that this bill shall go through as 
the committee has reported it, after hearing all sides and all 
parties affected by it. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. RIDGELY] a question. I confess I am in want of informa
tion. I would like to know to what extent the holders of mineral 
leases or other parties have gone into this Indian Territory and 
acquired r ights of any kind. I understand that th.is section ap
plies principally to mineral leases, not to agricultural leases. 

Mr. RIDGELY. · The other section applies to agricultural 
leases. 

Mr. FINLEY. I am speaking with reference to section 82. 
Mr. RIDGELY. There are parties down there who have put 

np machinery and have done prospeeting, seeking for oil and 
minerals. Some have made investments in coal mines; they have 
actnallyput in their money and have made improvements. They 
are there under contracts with the recognized owners and con
trollers of those lands. It is but right that we should protect 
these people to the extent of permitting them to remove or sell 
their improvements, or to negotiate with these parties in reference 
to remaining upon the land-that we should not simply wipe out 
their rights entirely, leaving them at the mercy of somebody else. 

Mr. FINLEY. AB I understand, the objection to this proviso 
with reference to mineral leases seems to be that the parties hold
ing such leases have made improvements and that this section 
would take away their rights. Am I correct? • 

Mr. RIDGELY. It takes away their rights entirely under their 
leases, while the bill as brought in here from the committee per· 
mits the lea.sea to continue in force provided the parties who may 
occupy the land under the leases are properly protiected. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then the objection is that these parties holding 
these mineral lands- will be prevented by this section from remov
ing their improvements. Is that one part of the objection? 

Mr. RIDGELY. !tis. _ 
Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman spoke of parties having legal 

rights there. Now, I would like to be informed how and under 
what circumstances those parties obtained the rights of which the 
gentleman speaks. If . these questions are answered, I think the 
first objection can be easily removed by amendment. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The leases which have obtained down there 
have grown up under years of custom. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Without authority of law? 
Mr. RIDGELY. Yes; some of themaresuchasprobablycould 

not be enforced if either party to the agreement sbonld see fit to 
violate or ignore it. But now we come in with legislation that 
establishes certain legal rights there, with reference to these very 
lands, wiping out any chance whatever of an equity existing by 
long custom that has at least been tolerated by the United States 
Government through the Interior Department. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Ia there any statute of limitations that can 
run against the Government? 

Mr. RIDGELY. I am not pleading the statute of limitations; 
I am pleading equity. We do not ask for these people any ad
vantage over parties who may become the owners of these lands, 
but we do intend that they shall have the first privilege, provided 
that rights of the owners are protected. 

Mr. FINLEY. As I understand the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. RIDGELY], his first Sllggestion is that the parties who have 
acquired rights of some character in these general lands will be 
prevented from selling their improvements or removing them. 

Now, it seems to me that an amendment allowing them this 
right would be sufficient to answer that objection, and then, as 
to the other proposition, that they have acquired what is theirs 
by usage and custom, I do not know of any rule by which that 
can be covered, if they went there without authority of law. 

I confess I wish to do what is right and proper toward these 
lessees; but at the same time I think that the committee having 
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this bill under consideration had some reason for their action, 
and although I know nothing about the testimony before them, 
it does seem that, after years of effort on the part of the United 
States Government, this treaty with the Indians ought to be got 
through in some shape, and in a manner fair t-0 all parties. 

I confess that I have great respect for thegentlemanfromKan
sas [Mr. RIDGELYl and for his judgment. It seems to me that 
his objection can be remedied by amendment, and my suggestion 
is that he direct his attention to that point. I think there will be 
no trouble. 

Mr. RIDGELY. If the gentleman will permit me, the ·parties 
sffeeted by this have been before the Indian Committee, and an 
.attorney from one of the -counties in my district just left here a 
few days ago, being oompelled to go home because he is the county 
attorney, and an important suit called him there. He called my 
'Special attention to this~ and said that after both tnoes had ap
pearej before the .committee they had agreed to this amendment. 

Tne committee bring it in.here, and all that I ask is that the 
.legislation that shall take place here to-night be in accordance 
·With the report of the committee. I am willing to let the entire 
bill go through, but 1 ask you to stand bonestly by what was 

·· agreed to in the committee. 
Mr. SHERM.AN. )fr.Speaker, Innderstand the-gentleman from 

Missouri (Mr. BENTON] is willing to refrain fromraisingthepoint 
·Of no quorum. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the 'Commit
tee amendment will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the sections will be re

rnnmbered. The question is on the third reading of the bill as 
amended. · 

.Mr. RIDGELY. Do yo:a. strike out the paragraph on page 5 
and adopt the amendment which the committee recommended? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; that has been done. 
Mr. RIDGELY. I want the RECORD to show that the· vote 

about to be taken is npon the bill as amended by the committee, 
all the amendments reported by the committee having been .agreed 
to and adopted; thatnowwearevotingtoadoptthe bill as amended 
in accordance with the recommendation of the Committee on 
.Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. T-Ogether -wft;h one or two other mnend
ments.. rhe bill contains all th.e amendments which the commit
tee has reported and one or two other minor amendments~ 

Mr. RIDGELY. We have adopted the amendment on page 5. 
Mr. SHER1iIAN. Oertainly; the House has agrred to that 

amendment and to all the amendments recommended in the re
port of the committee. Besides that the House has agreed to one 
or two 'Other amendm~nts. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Very well; with that understanding. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be ~ngrossed and read a 

third time; and it was a.ccordingly read the thir-d time, and passed. 
, On motion of Mr. SHERMAN~ a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

.A.GREEMEXT WITH MIJBCOGEE OR CREEK INDIA.NS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, under the special order I call 
np the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the .first reading of that bill be 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the 
bill. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk report 

the amendments offered by the .committee, and.that they be first 
acted upon. 
- The SPEAKER pro tempo:re. The Clerk will report the first 
committee amendment. 

The following committee amendments were severally read, con
sidered, and agreed to. 

On page 10, line 6, after the wol'd "effective,'' add the following: 
"If a majority of the members of a eommittee fail to agree upon the value 

of any lot the valne thereof shall be fixed by Secretary of the Interior." 
On page U. line 11, befor e the word "lot," add the words "or business;" 

and after the ·word " lot " add t he, words "or both." 

The following committee amendment was read: 
On page 11, in line 17, after the word "home," add the following: "Also 

any person who had at the time of signing this agreement purchased any lot, 
tract , or parcel of land from any person in legal possession at that time." 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope that amendment will be voted down. It 
is virtually provided for in another section of the bill. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Let it stand as reported by the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 
On page 16 strike ou t all t he words in lines 21 and 22 and insert in lien 

thm-eof the following; 
"All deeds when so executed and appro-ved shall be filed in the office of the 

Daw.es Commission, and there recorded without expense to the granfee, and 
such records shall have like effect as other public records . ., 

On page 17 strike out all the words in lines 7, 8, 9, and 10, and insert in lieu 
thereof :the following: 

"(b) All lands to which, at the date of the ratification of this agreement, 
any railroad company may, under any treaty or act of Congress, have a 
vested right for right of way, depot, station grounds, water stations, stock 
yards, or similar uses connected with the maintenance and operation of the 
railroad." 

On page 18, after the word'' allotted," in line 15, add the followin~: 
" ( o) One acre each for the six established Creek court-houses with the im

provements thereon." 
"(p) One acre each for all churches and schools outside of towns now reg

ularly used as such." 
On page 20, in line 15, after the word "shall," add the wol'd "hereafter." 
On page 20 strike out all after the word "agreement," in line 17, down to 

and including the word "determined," on page 22, line 17. 
On page 30, line 9, after the word "thereof," add "except appropriatfons 

for the necessal'y, incidental, and salaried expenses of the Creek government 
as herein limited." 

Un page 31, line 9, after the word "six," add the following words: "subject 
to such future legislation as Congress may deem proper." 

The following committee amendment was read: 
On page 31. after the word "Congress," in line 13, add section 50, as follows: 
"SEC. 50. That there be, and is hereby, established a court at the town of 

Euf:anla, in said Creek Nation, at which place regular terms of United States 
court shall be held annually." 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, since this was inserted in. the 
treaty, it not being in the original treaty, I am advised by the 
Department of Justice tliat it is not necessary, and that they ob
ject to the establishment there of another court. I therefore 
trust that that amendment will be voted down. 

The amendment was rnjected. 
The following committee amendment was read: 
Add section 50, as follows: 
51. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 

from time to time to provide rules and regulations for the leasing of oil, gas, 
coal, asphalt, and other minerals on the unallotted and unselected portion of 
the land within the Creek country, and all such leases shall be made by the 
Secretary of the Interior; and an..Y lease for any such minerals otherwise 
made shall be absolutely void. No lease shall be made or renewed for a 
longer period than fifteen years, nor cover the mineral in more than 160 
acres of land, which sha.ll conform as nearly as possible to the surveys. 
Lessees shall pay on each oil. gas, coal. allphalt, or other mineral claim at the 
rate of flOO per annum, in advance, for the first and second yea.rs; $2()0 per 
annum, in advance, for the thirdancl fourth yea.rs. and $500, in advance, for 
each succeeding year thereafter, as advanced royalty on the mine or claim 
on which they are made . 

All such payments shall be a credit on royalty when each said mine is de
veloped and operated and its production is in excess of such guaranteed an
nual advanced payments, and all lessees must pay said annual advanced pay
ments on each claim, whether developed or undevelopedi and should any 
lessee neglect or refuse to pay such advanced annual roya.i.ty for the period 
of sixty days after the same becomes due and payable on any lease the lease on 
which default is made shall become null and void, and the royalties paid in 
advance shall then become and be the money and property of the tribe: Pro
i:ided, That nothing herein contained shall impair the rights of anj: holder 
or owner of a leasehold interest in any oil, coal rights, asphalt, or mineral 
which have been assented to by act of Congress, but all such interest shall 
continue unimpaired hereby, and shall be assured to such holders or owners 
by leases from the Secretary of the Interior for the term not exceeding: fif
teen years, but subject to payment ofadvaneed royalties as herein l'rovided, 
when such leases are not operated, to the rate of royalty on coal mmed, and 
the rules and reJnl}a.tions to be prescn'bed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and preference shall be given to such parties in renewals of such leases; but 
if said lease covers any land which has been selected or allotted, then the 
royalty for the part of sai<1 land so selected or allotted shall be paid to the · 
person to whom the allotment has been made or to the person who has made 
the selection: 

Provi.dedfwrther, That when~ under the customs and laws heretofore exist
ing and prevailing in the CreeK Nation, leases have been made of different 
groups or parcels of oil, coal. asphalt, o:r other mineral deposits, and posses
sion has been taken therennder and improvements made for the development 
of .such oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral d~posits by lessees or their assigns. 
which have resulted in the production of oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral 
in commercial quantities by such lessees or their assigns, such leases a.re 
hereby approved for a period of not to exceed fifteen yea.rs from the date of 
the lease and for not more than 160 acres of land, and such parties in posses
sion shall be given freference in the making of new leases, in compliance 
with the directions o the Secretary of the Interior; and in making new leases 
due consideration shall be made for the improvements of such lessees, and in 
all cases of the leasing or renewal of leases of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, and other 
mineral deposits preference shall be given to parties in possession who have 
ma.de improvements. 

The rate ~f royal~ to be paid by all lessees shall be fixed by the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided, That the royalty which shall become due under 
the terms of leases heretofore made or under new leases made under the pro
visions of this act shall be paid, if on unallotted or unselected lands. to the 
Creek tribe; but if on allotted or selected land, then the same shall be paid 
to the allottee o:r to the member of the tribe who has made the selection: 
Provided f urther, That members of said tribe who have made selections or to 
whom allotments have been made may lease their selections or allotments 
for the development of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits and 
receive-the royalty for the same, but before operations shall be begun upon 
t.he land owned or controlled by any person for the development of oil or 
gas, the lessee or party opera.ting shall pay to the allottee or owner of the 
said land the value of the use of the necessary surface for prospecting or 
mining and the damage to be done to the other land and improvements of 
said allottee or owner, the value to be ascertained under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior: Provided f u rther, That no lease provided for in 
this section sllall be of force or effect until the consent of the allottee is ob
tained in wrif mg; and until the same is approved by the Secretary of the In
terior, and in no case shall the lease proTided for in this section intert'ere 
with allotme-:i. ts, or cover the 40-acre homestead provided for in this bill, or 
in any case cover more land than is allotted to any one allottee, exclusive of 
his homestead. 

The question being taken on the amendment, on a division (de
manded by Mr. SNODGRASS) there were-ayes 5, noes 3, 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, on page 8, line 8, I move to strike 
out all after the word "land," and also all of line 9, the words 
stricken out being: · 

Provicled, That he has paid for any improvements which may be on the 
land selected by him. 

It is provided for on page 6 of this bill, so it is simply a repeti
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
moves to strike out all after the word "land," in line 8, and all of 
line 9. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment on page 10: 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 10, line 2, strike out the words "excluding improvements;" and in 

line 3, after the word "town," insert "but not the improvements on such 
town site." · 

Mr. BENTON. What is the effect of that? 
Mr. CURTIS. That is the same amendment which was agreed 

to in the Cherokee bill. 
Mr. BENTON. What is the object of the change? 
l\Ir. CURTIS. This provision is made so that in appraising the 

lots in a town the value added by improvements will not be con
sidered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The effect is just t.he same as in the original 
bill, only it transposes the language to make it clear. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment: On page 12, 

after the word "which," in line 6, I move to insert the words 
"bas or." 

The SPEAKER pro tern pore. Should it not be "has been or?" 
Mr. CURTIS. Yes; so that it will read: "which has been or 

may be laid out." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS. I offer another amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
After line 20, page 16, add the following paragraph: 
"The transfer of the title of the Creek tribe to individual allot tees and to 

other persons as provided in this agreement shall not inure to the benefit of 
any railroad company nor vest in any railroad compa!ly any right, title, or 
interest in or to any of the lands in the Creek Nation. 

Mr. CURTIS. This amendment is to make it read the same as 
the Cherokee bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have an amendment in line 24, 

page 14, after the word" Coweta," to insert the words" Gibson 
Station." 
Tb~amendment was read, as follows: 
Page U, line JU, after the word "Coweta," insert "Gibson Station." 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This just adds another town. That 

is tP,e oldest town in that entire country. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have another amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word" agreement," in line 21, on page 22, strike out "and no person 

whomsoever, shall be added to said rolls after the lat day of July, 1900," and 
insert the following: 

••Provided, That all persons once enrolled without fraud on their part as 
resident Creek or Muskogee Indians and who30 names were stricken from 
said rolls without notice or a hearing, and their heirs shall be enrolled by the 
commission." 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems that 
these people were once legally enrolled, and had their names on 
the roll Subsequently they were stricken from the rolls, as shown 
by the court records, without any notice. They had no chance to 
be heard; and the Indians struck their names from the rolls after 
they had been once upon the rolls. Therefore I think that this 
action should be had. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman mean after their names 
had been enrolled by the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. By the Indians themselves. 
Mr. SHERMAN. We have provided under the Curtis Act how 

every man can be enrolled, and every man should have taken ad
vantage of the Curtis Act if he had been theretofore illegally 
excluded from the rolls. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But they must be on the rolls at a 
certain time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They must make application. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But they had been subsequently 

stricken from the rolls; some subsequent to the passage of the 
Curtis Act and some of them before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman is correct, that is a pretty 
serious proposition. When the Dawes commission and the courts 
have placed these men on the roll, do I understand the gentleman 
to say that they have been stricken from the roll? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. After the Indians had once placed 
them on the rolls. The Indians placed them on the rolls, and the 
Indians struck them off; and they were not found on the roll. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But any person stricken from the roll prior 

to the passage of the Curtis Act bad ample opportunity to have 
that wrong-if it wer<! a wrong-righted by an application to the 
Dawes commission and the courts under the Curtis Act. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are complaining about it, and 
I do not think they have any remedy, unless we recognize it in 
tLis law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I wit~ to call the attention 
of the gentleman ·to the fact that this amendment leaves out the 
provision for the closing of these rolls. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It ought not to do that. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. The Dawes Commission 

asks that some time be fixed for the closing of these rolls, so that 
their work can be completed. Now, if the amendment is adopted, 
it leaves that question open to be fixed some time in the future by 
Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This treaty can not be ratified by 
the Creeks before the 1st of July, and the time will be out then. 

M.r. FITZGERALD of New Yorlr. I am simply suggesting 
that there should be some time fixed for closing these rolls; and in 
this treaty the time should be fixed so that when Congress has 
ratified it and the treaty has gone to the tribe and been ratified by 
them it will be finished and not have it to come here two or three 
years from now, with attempts being made by persons seeking to 
have it appear that some wrong has been done them, to have the 
matter remain open on some pretended claim and have Congress 
to pass upon it and not have a particular time for closing it up. 
The time should be fixed when these rolls shall be closed and the 
matter settled definitely. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would be willing to take it out in 
line 22, after the word "hundred," and leave the language in 
there, and then say: . 

Provided, That all persons once enrolled without fraud on their part as 
resident Creek or Muscogee Indians, and whose names were stricken from 
said r<?~ without notice or hearing, and their heirs shall be enrolled by the 
COm.mISSlOD. 

Then, as a matter of fact, it will be for the commission to say 
who shall be enrolled or may not be enrolled. 

Mr. LITTLE. The original bill provided for enrolling those 
citizens who were upon what is known as the Duncan roll. which 
was admitted by everybody to be a fair roll. You remember the 
discussion about that. It provided that after those on that roll, 
which was conceded to be all of the citizenship of the Creek Na
tion at the time it was made-those on that roll and their de
scendants should be put on by this commission, and those and 
their descendants were all who had citizenship. 

Now, here is what we had in mind when we made the original 
provision. There was a roll made subsequent to that time upon 
which the payment of the scrip money was made-a roll that 
everybody who knew anything about it conceded was loaded down 
with fraud. Parties who made the roll, attorneys connected with 
it, conceded that everybody who would pay got onto the roll. 

I believe that we provided that the only safe way for Congress 
to proceed in regard to that citizenship was to go to the Duncan 
roll, which was unquestioned, and provide, which we did in the 
Curtis law, that all persons on the Duncan roll and their descend
ants should be enrolled by the commission without question and 
that we would not be trapped by a roll which was ruade simply 
for the parties to get the scrip. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This does not apply to the fraudu
lent roll; it provides for all persons once enrolled without fraud 
and whose names were stricken from the roll without notice or 
hearing. If they were once legally on the roll without fraud, and 
were stricken off without notice or hearing, it was nothing more 
than right that they should be placed ba~k again on the roll. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am advised that every one of these men have 
been heard by the Dawes Commission, and that they have appealed 
to the courts, and that the matter has been passed upon by both. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It that is true, then this will not 
hurt anybody. 

Mr. CURTIS. Why put them back? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Your provision assumes that they were once 

on a roll which we now regard as the roll. You have reference 
to an old roll that existed in their old tribal relation, and not the 
roll that we are now operating under, and not the roll that the 
Dawes Commission makes up. You are talking about some old 
roll. • · 

We took it nnder the Curtis Act, and we said to this Dawes 
Commission, "You take this Duncan roll, because that has been 
examined and tested and found correct; take it as prima facie 
evidence, and you add to that the name of every man who comes 
before you and makes out a case to your satisfaction that he oug4t 
to be urion that roll; and any man so applying and rejected by 
you may have the right of appeal to the United States court." 
Every single applicant has had an opportunity to have his day in 
court, and many of them have been ac1ded, and many more ex
cluded. 

A large part of those who have been excluded have appealed tO 
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the United States courts, and the judgment of the Dawes Com
mission has been confirmed. Your amendment goes back of this 
roll to an old roll, not a legal roll at all, and brings in people who 
have neglected to take advantage of their day in court, because 
they knew they could not by legal evidence establish their right. 
They now wish to come in, not through the legal channel, but 
through Congressional action. 
. · Mr. STEPHE.NS o( Texas. They will be enrolled by the com
mission and be enrolled in the regular wsy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the time has expired, and they know it. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This Government can not afford 

to plead the statute of limitations against the heirship of these 
Jndians. 
- Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that this is a case where the 

Government can afford to plead it, because the Government has 
not a dollar of interest in this matter. It is of no consequence to 
the Government whether there are 600 or 6,000 names on· the roll; 
but it is a matter of the utmost importance to these people that 
only those should be on the roll who are honestly entitled to it, 
because it takes away from the people honestly entitled to the 
property so much of their proportion. · 

It is of no consequence to us; it does not take a. dollar from the 
Treasury whether this amendment is put in or not, but we are 
here to see that the people are rightfully on the roll, and that 
those who ought not to be there shall not come in and partake in 
the division of this property. I think the amendment ought to 
be rejected. 

:Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I should like to ask the gen
tleman from Texas if he still asks to have these words stricken 
·out? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; I ask to have thooe· words 
stricken out. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was disagi·eed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a. third tiine; and 

was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a. motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 
And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN (at 9 o'clock and 45 

minutes), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
·noon, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Urider clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the f~llowing executive com
.munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
·follows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, relating to the disposition 
of useless papers in his Department-to the Joint Committee on 

-Disposition of Useless .- Papers in Executive_ Departments, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, recommending action 
on the agreements with the -Muskogee or Creek and with the 
Cherokee Indians-to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or-
dered to be printed. • 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claiins, trans
mitting a. copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 

. James C. CampbeJJ, administrator of estate of William K. Camp
bell, against the United States-to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. _ 
- A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings ,filed by the court in the case of 
J. D. Smith, a4ministrator of estate of Sidney R. Smith, and R. 
Bellum, administrator of estate of William R. Fleming, against 
the United States-to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a. copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Benjamin F. Locke, administrator of estate of W. P. Pewitt, 

·against the United States-to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hardy Summer line against the United States-to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Richard T. Holleman against the United States-to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A ~etter from· the assist~nt clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
m1ttmg a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Daniel Carmichael, administrator of estate of Hamilton Car-
michael, against the United States-to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7087) granting 
post of Fort Supply (now abandoned) and certain lands to the 
Territory of Oklahoma, reported the same with amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 1893); which said biif and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to whicb 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4305) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Travis, Bonham, Bowie, 
and Butler, for gallantry and heroism during the Mexican war, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1896); which said bill and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. UNDERHILL, from the Committee on _ Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 988) authorizing the Sec
retary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to estimate dam
ages done to planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay and 
adjoining waters in New York and New Jersey, and to make com
pensation therefor, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1881); which said bill and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 8934) for the relief of Daniel 
Cherry, of Henry County, Ala., reported the same with amend· 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1882); which said bill and re
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referml the bill of the House (H. R. 6357) for the relief 
of William S. Brinton, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a. report (No. 1883); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. . . . 

Mr. OTEY,· from the Committee on Claims, to which was re
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2778) authorizing and direct
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Trinidad Uribe certain 
money due him, held in .the registry of the circuit court of the 
United States for the w:es~rn district of Texas but never paid 
over to him, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No:18~4); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar: · 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4641) for the i~elief of the legal representa
tives of John Boyle, deceased, reported the same without amend
ment, accomp·anied by a report (No. 1885); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. · 

Mr. BOUTELL of illinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6865) for the re
lief of Jacob A. Henry, reported the same with amendment, a~· 
companied by a. report (No. 1886) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (8. 1003) for the relief of William 

··c. Dodge, reported the same with' amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1887); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military . 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1394) for 
the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1890); which said 
·bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the S!l.me committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H.J. Res. 262) authorizing the Presi
dent to appoint George W. Kirkman to be a captain in the Twenty
third Regiment of the United States Infantry and a major in the 
Forty-ninth Regiment of Infantry, United States Volunteers, re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1891); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee; to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R.10123) granting an honorable discharge to 
Charles E. Hofmann, late first lieutenant in Company H, Sixtieth 
Regiment of United States Colored Infantry;reported the same 
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without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1892); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9271} to remo¥e 
the charge of desertion against Charles Schaupp, alias Phillip 
Schaupp, and authorizing his honorable discharge, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1894); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. · 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on :Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4.0'.?0) 
for the relief of-William Burke, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1895); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24.6-1) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Swingle, 
reported the same with nmendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1897); which said bill and report were i·eferred to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

Mr. JETT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 792) for the i·elief of Wil
liam H. Hugo, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1898); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 314.8) to correct the military 
record of William Lapoint, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1899); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS-of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6492) 
to correct the military record of James Donahue, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1900); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 

the Clerk and laid on the table as follows: . 
Mr. UNDERHILL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 

was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 9856) for the relief of 
James 1. Friend, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1888); whfoh said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 575) 
for the relief of Herbert Cushman, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1889); which Baid bill and report 
were laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R.12048) transferring the appointive 
and disbursing power relative to the Paris Exposition of 1900 from 
the Commissioner-General for the United States to the Secretary 
of State, and for other purposes-to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

By Mr. LENTZ (by request): A bill (H. R.12049) to establish a 
gold currency and a. silver currency on a basis of interchangeable 
value throughout the world-to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12050) to fix the denominations 
of gold and silver coins to be issued by the United States,. and to 
establish the free coinage thereof-to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 265) direct
ing the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for the 
improvement of Jacksons Creek, in the town of Hempstead and 
county of Nassau, N. Y.-to the Committee on Rivers and Har
bors. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A resolution (H. Res. 288) request
ing from Secretary of Interior names of alL widows dropped from 
pensi.on rolls since June 1, 1898-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12051) for the relief 
of Homer B. Galnin, receiver, and so forth-to the Committee on 
Clajmi. -

Dy Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12052) 
granting a pension to Annie Austin-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R: 12053) granting a pension to 
Jane Brown~to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to Dl·, E. S. Leon· 
ard-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12035) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur B. Payne-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12056) for the reJief of N, Weston, post
master at Bridgeport, Mich. -to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 12037) granting a pension to 
Julia Aldrich-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Dy Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 12058) granting a pension 
to Anderson G. Pittman-to the Committee on Inmlid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. HITT: A bill (H. R. 1205!>) to authorize George Wil
liam Hill to accept the appointment of officer of the Merite A:gri
cole of France-to the Committee on Forcjgn Affairs. 

By .Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 12030) to correct the military 
record of John Bowling-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12031) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry S. Topping-to the Committee on 
Invn.lid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 120()2) for the relief of the heirs 
of Samuel T. Carrow. deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12003) granting an increase 
of pension to Eugene M. Hawes-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 12064) for the relief of 
Evelyn Clark-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A.. bill (H. R. 12065) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Grilley-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R.12086) for the relief 
of Capt. Henry L. Heckmann-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12067) for the relief of the estate of the late 
B. F. Richardson-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 1206 ) granting an increase 
of pension to Oscar Brewster-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

·PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XX.II, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of South Carolina Pharmaceutical 

Association, for the repeal of the _stamp tax on medicines, etc.
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petitions of Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union ·and Meeting of Friends of Fall 
River, Mass., and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Sandwich, 
Mass., urging the enactment of the anti-canteen bill-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Papers to accompany_ House bill No. 7587, grant
ing an increase of pension to George W. Gates, of Nittany, Pa.
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, and Baptist Young People's Union, of Wash
ington, Ind., urging the enactment of the anti-canteen bill~to the 
Committee on Milit:gy Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 12016, 
grauting a pension to Isaac Pack-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Paper to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Fritz Kloeppel-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Commer
cial Club of St. Paul, Minn., against the bill to abolish trading 
checks-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Homeopathio Institute of Minnesota, 
urging the passage of a bill to establish a national park at the 
head waters of the Mississippi River, in Minnesota-to the Com
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Agnes C. Gill and others, of 
Montrose, Pa., favoring joint resolution for the submission of an 
anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, JUJne 2, 1900, 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro· 

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour
nal will stand approved. 

MILITARY STATISTICS RELATIVE TO THill PHILIPPINES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a. com

munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in ref povse 
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